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INTRODUCTION 

By  HILAIRE  BELLOC. 


Mr.  Albery  has  done  a  particularly  useful  work  in  thus 
compiling  a  Parliamentary  History  of  Horsham. 

There  remains  in  departments  of  this  kind  a  vast  field 
still  to  be  explored,  and  nothing  can  be  of  more  service  to 
English  History  as  a  whole  than  the  faithful  examination 
and  publishing  of  local  records,  especially  when  the  work  is 
done,  as  in  this  case,  with  sound  judgment  in  selection  and 
presentation. 

England  is  particularly  rich  in  documents  upon  which 
such  work  can  be  based.  They  exist  (much  of  the  same  type 
throughout  Western  Europe  until  the  seventeenth  century) 
in  all  the  other  countries  of  Christendom.  But  this  country 
has  been  especially  fortunate  in  the  absence  of  disturbance  by 
invasion  on  a  large  scale  or  by  violent  civil  war.  What  are 
called  the  Civil  Wars  in  our  history  are  no  more  than  small 
and  fairly  orderly  operations  conducted  by  well-to-do  leaders 
without  any  element  of  destructive  social  unrest.  The  only 
losses  on  any  serious  scale  we  have  to  deplore  are  the  great 
sacrifice  of  manuscripts  in  the  dissolution  of  the  monasteries 
and  the  struggle  against  the  old  learning  in  the  Universities, 
together  with  the  exceptional  local  but  important  case  of  the 
Great  Fire  of  London  under  Charles  II.  The  latter  was,  I 
believe,  the  only  example  in  our  later  history  of  any  loss  of 
civil  record  on  a  large  scale  ;  the  former  undoubtedly  caused 
grievous  loss  of  chronicles  and  of  classical  texts,  but  did  not, 
presumably,  greatly  affect  detailed  local  record  of  the  civic 
kind. 
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On  this  account  it  is  possible  for  an  Englishman  devoted 
to  the  history  of  his  own  town  to  make,  as  a  rule,  a  fuller 
compilation  than  a  Foreigner  can,  and  this  characteristic  of 
English  historical  work  is  of  the  highest  service  to  men’s 
understanding  of  their  own  country. 

For  instance,  in  this  book  of  Mr.  Albery’s,  how  clearly  we 
grasp  the  truth  that  a  common  name  and  title  corresponds  to 
utterly  different  institutions  in  varying  times. 

The  term  “  House  of  Commons  ”  meant  at  first — that  is 
from  the  end  of  the  thirteenth  century  onwards  for  about 
300  years  or  a  little  less — a  body  of  fairly  well-to-do  townsmen 
and  local  squires  who  were  sent  up,  not  at  all  as  an  honour 
nor  to  their  liking,  to  the  neighbourhood  of  the  King’s  Court 
at  irregular  intervals,  there  to  be  detained  in  the  irksome 
business  of  deciding  how  much  the  places  from  which  they 
came  could  pay,  not  in  the  way  of  normal  or  regular  taxation 
(that  was  allowed  for  by  custom  and  needed  no  grant),  but 
for  exceptional  and  novel  taxes.  Their  presence  came  grad¬ 
ually  to  be  required  also  in  confirmation  of  important  laws. 
They  were  allowed  to  petition,  but  they  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  main  Government  of  the  Country  or  with  the  framing 
of  the  new  statutes  ;  still  less  with  the  general  policy  of  the 
State  on  which  they  were  heard  only  in  grave  crises  or  on 
petty  details  usually  connected  with  the  taxes  arranged  for. 

Then  comes  the  great  and  rapid  change  of  the  later 
sixteenth  and  earlier  seventeenth  centuries.  The  House  of 
Commons  becomes,  almost  suddenly — well  within  a  lifetime — 
the  organ  of  the  newly-enriched  wealthy  classes  which  are 
determined  to  destroy  the  old  power  of  the  Crown.  By  the 
end  of  the  seventeenth  century  it  has  taken  on  the  full  func¬ 
tion  of  Government  and  is  typical  of  that  aristocratic  State 
which  England  had  then  become.  A  seat  in  the  House  of 
Commons  is  henceforward  a  most  valuable  possession  leading 
to  great  salaries  in  the  legal  profession  and  in  public  life,  to 
all  manner  of  opportunities  for  acquiring  commercial  and 
landed  wealth,  and  for  other  direct  forms  of  power. 

It  is  not  till  quite  modern  times  that  the  idea  of  exact 


INTRODUCTION 


v 


representation  emerges— largely  under  the  influence  of  the 
French  Revolution.  The  old  conception  was  that  a  locality 
must  have  some  one  to  speak  for  it  in  the  National  Assembly, 
not  that  the  nation  as  a  whole  was  voting  and  declaring  by  a 
majority  which  way  its  feeling  lay  on  any  disputed  question. 
Hence  the  bewildering  diversity  of  town  franchise,  in  which 
the  men  of  the  past  saw  no  anomaly  or  injustice  :  although 
in  one  town  the  vote  was  with  pretty  well  every  household, 
and  others  with  the  corporation,  in  others  with  a  compara¬ 
tively  small  number  of  people  holding  burgess  right  as  here 
in  Horsham,  where  for  generations  fifty-two  was  the  fixed 
number,  only  slightly  increased  in  later  times. 

You  may  read  in  Mr.  Albery’s  pages  how  comparatively 
late  was  the  idea  of  a  contested  election,  and  too,  how  even 
more  modern  is  the  idea  of  an  election  representing  any  par¬ 
ticular  party  or  interest. 

The  truth  is  that  all  our  way  of  thinking  in  the  House  of 
Commons  to-day,  what  it  stands  for  to  us,  and  the  part  which 
it  plays  in  our  economy  is  a  recent  thing  in  the  history  of 
England. 

It  is  most  interesting  to  note  that  Horsham  appears  as 
a  Borough  sending  two  Burgesses  to  Parliament  at  the  very 
origin  of  the  English  House  of  Commons  in  what  has  been 
called  by  recent  historians  “The  Model  Parliament  of  1295.” 
We  have  the  names  of  the  first  two  members,  Walter  Randolph 
and  Walter  Burgeys. 

This  body  came  late  in  the  story  of  European  parliaments, 
200  years  later  than  the  first  gathering  of  the  kind  in  Aragon, 
and  later  than  the  corresponding  bodies  in  the  south  of  France 
from  which  Simon  de  Montfort  derived  his  model.  But  it  has 
had  the  fortune,  unlike  its  fellows  abroad,  of  maintaining  an 
unbroken  continuity  till  our  own  day. 

There  are  many  points  in  Mr.  Albery’s  admirable  and  ex¬ 
haustive  study  which  I  should  have  liked  to  have  touched 
on  had  space  permitted  me.  Thus  the  reader  will  note  the 
characteristic  change  which  comes  with  the  cessation  of 
payment  for  Members’  expenses  and  services  when  their 
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presence  had  ceased  to  be  a  task  and  had  become  a  privilege. 
He  will  also  read  with  the  highest  interest  the  story  of  the 
struggle  between  the  local  aristocratic  interests  which  began 
with  the  eighteenth  century  and  continued  long  after  the 
reform.  He  will  be  particularly  struck,  I  think,  with  the 
contrast  between  election  to-day  and  election  as  it  was  within 
the  memory  of  all  elderly  people  while  Horsham  still  retained 
its  separate  representation.  Though  I  have  not  space  to  go 
into  this  and  the  many  other  points  that  give  this  book  its 
value,  I  hope  I  have  said  enough  to  recommend  it  heartily  to 
what  I  am  sure  will  be  his  large  circle  of  readers. 

H.  BELLOC. 


Kingsland,  Shipley, 

Nr.  Horsham,  3 rd  August ,  1926. 


PREFACE. 


The  great  favour  with  which  “  Reminiscences  of  Horsham  ” 
was  received  upon  its  appearance  in  1911  encouraged  the 
writer  to  proceed  in  collecting  other  information  of  the  Iqind 
therein  named  with  a  view  to  publication.  The  “  Remin¬ 
iscences  ”  were  chiefly  confined  to  Henry  Burstow’s  recollec¬ 
tions,  but  since  then  the  net  has  been  cast  as  widely  as  possible 
in  the  hope  of  getting  new  matter  of  any  kind  respecting  the 
Town  and  Parish  of  Horsham.  Success  has  surpassed  expec¬ 
tation,  consequently  the  compilation  has  been  a  long  and 
tedious,  but  very  pleasant  occupation  for  such  spare  time  as 
the  writer  has  been  able  to  devote  to  it.  In  arranging  these 
facts  it  was  found  that  Horsham  had  a  distinct  branch  of  its 
history  as  an  ancient  Parliamentary  Borough,  and  that  par¬ 
ticulars  of  its  political  fortunes  and  misfortunes  lay  so  as  to 
make  it  advisable  to  deal  with  this  branch  first  and  alone. 

In  1832  Mr.  W.  Durrant  Cooper,  F.S.A.,  the  well-known 
Sussex  Historian  and  Antiquary,  compiled  a  short  Parlia¬ 
mentary  history  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham  and  a  list  of  its 
Members  of  Parliament,  which,  together  with  similar  accounts 
of  the  other  Sussex  Boroughs,  appeared  in  Horsfield’s  “  Plistory 
of  Sussex,”  published  in  1835.  A  shorter  account  appears  in 
Miss  Hurst’s  “  History  of  Horsham,”  published  in  1868  and 
1889.  Access  to  authentic  and  original  sources  of  informa¬ 
tion  not  available  when  these  books  were  published  enables 
the  writer  to  give  in  many  particulars  different  views  and  on 
the  whole  a  much  enlarged  account  of  the  ante-Reform  poli¬ 
tical  vicissitudes  of  the  Borough  and  a  detailed  account  of  its 
post-Reform  proceedings,  whilst  “  A  Return  of  the  Surnames 
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and  Christian  names  and  titles  of  Members  of  the  Lower 
House  from  earliest  times,  with  a  list  of  the  Constituencies 
they  represented  ”  ordered  by  the  House  of  Commons  in  1877 
to  be  printed,  together  with  a  revision  to  the  end  of  the 
eighteenth  century  of  this  work  so  far  as  it  relates  to  Sussex 
by  Mr.  Stenning  in  the  “  Sussex  Archaeological  Collections, 
correct  mistakes  in,  and  supply  omissions  from,  the  former 
lists.  To  the  revised  list  at  the  end  of  this  book  have  been 
added  an  alphabetical  and  chronological  list,  and  short  bio¬ 
graphical  notices  of  some  of  the  earlier  Members  and  of  some 
few  of  the  more  famous  later  Members  who  have  sat  for  the 
Borough,  extracted  from  the  publications  of  the  Sussex 
Archaeological  Society,  the  Sussex  Record  Society,  the 
Dictionary  of  National  Biography,  and  other  sources. 

The  pre-Reform  lists  of  voters  ;  the  particulars  of  Burgage 
tenements  ;  the  alphabetical  list  of  Members,  and  some  other 
matter,  are  included  in  the  hope  that  they  may  be  useful  for 
local  reference.  Post-Reform  lists  of  voters,  of  which  the 
writer  has  a  nearly  complete  set,  are,  of  course,  much  too 
long  to  be  included ;  they  may  be  consulted  by  anyone 
interested.  The  whole  of  the  post-Reform  candidates’  elec¬ 
tion  addresses  too,  many  of  which  are  much  more  deferential 
and  polite  than  politically  informative,  are  also  too  lengthy 
to  be  included  ;  only  the  first  and  last  and  one  or  two  inter¬ 
mediate  ones,  therefore,  are  given  in  full.  We  have  found 
no  pre-Reform  address  except  the  one  (1747)  given. 

In  order  to  make  the  compilation  as  nearly  complete  as 
possible,  the  writer  has  placed  himself  under  obligation  to 
many  whose  great  kindness  and  help  have  proved  pleasant, 
and,  indeed,  indispensable  ingredients.  For  these  he  begs  to 
offer  his  best  thanks  to  the  Duchess  of  Norfolk  of  Arundel 
Castle  ;  Lord  Irwin,  Viceroy  of  India  ;  Sir  John  Shelley-Rolls, 
Bart.,  of  The  Hendre,  Monmouth  ;  Sir  Algernon  K.  Osborne, 
Bart.,  of  Chicksands  Priory  ;  Sir  Charles  Wilson,  M.P.,  Leeds  ; 
Sir  Cecil  J.  B.  Hurst,  G.C.M.G.,  K.C.B.,  K.C.M.G.,  LL.M., 
of  Rusper  Nunnery ;  Mrs.  Hurst  and  Miss  B.  Hurst  of  Hor- 
1  Vols.  XXX.,  XXXI.,  XXXII.,  XXXIII.,  XXXV.,  LI. 
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sham  Park  ;  Mrs.  Goring  of  Wiston;  Mrs.  Booth  of  Hawstead 
House,  Bury  St.  Edmunds  ;  the  Misses  Bethune-Eversfield 
of  Denne ;  Miss  Maud  Shelley  of  Wimbledon ;  General 
Clifton  Brown,  M.P.,  of  Holmbush  ;  R.  N.  Grenville,  Esq., 
D.L.,  J.P.,  of  Butleigh ;  J.  Marsden,  Esq.,  of  Whitkirk, 
Leeds  ;  R.  C.  Wilton,  Esq.  ;  R.  Garraway  Rice,  Esq.,  F.S.A., 
J.P.  ;  J.  C.  Padwick,  Esq.  ;  Guy  Michell,  Esq.,  F.R.C.O.  ; 
H.  Davey,  Esq.  ;  P.  C.  Yorke,  Esq. ;  Rotarians  Lintott  and 
Knott,  and  the  Horsham  Rotarian  Society ;  Messrs.  Rennard, 
of  Halton,  Leeds ;  Butler  of  Temple  Newsam ;  James  Fore¬ 
man  ;  Attwater  Brothers ;  Charles  J.  Attree ;  Sydney  Smith ; 
Jury  Cramp  ;  Spring  Hunt ;  Sydney  E.  Rowland  ;  George 
Mann  ;  Harry  Lindfield,  of  Horsham.  The  proprietors  of  the 
“Sussex  Express”;  the  proprietors  of  the  “West  Sussex 
Gazette”;  the  proprietors  of  the  “Brighton  Herald”;  Mr. 
Eustace  Norton,  for  correcting  errors ;  Professor  W.  J.  Harte, 
M.A.,  for  kindly  reading  the  pre-Reform  half  of  the  volume  and 
for  many  valuable  suggestions  thereon ;  his  wife  for  assistance 
in  proof-reading  and  in  other  ways ;  and  his  daughter  for 
writing  and  typing  the  whole  of  the  copy.  To  Mr.  S.  Mitchell 
special  thanks  are  due  for  his  great  care  and  labour  in  pro¬ 
ducing  and  gratuitously  providing  many  of  the  photographs 
that  adorn  the  letterpress  ;  whilst  the  writer’s  grateful  ap¬ 
preciation  of  the  very  valuable  Introduction  by  Mr.  Hilaire 
Belloc  will  be  shared  by  every  reader. 

Of  the  late  Messrs.  Maurice  Dewing,  Alfred  W.  Rawlinson, 
Edward  I.  Bostock,  James  Brent  Price,  William  H.  Anderson, 
Robert  Reading,  Charles  West,  Flint  Browne  and  others, 
grateful  memories  must  take  the  place  of  the  thanks  it  is  here 
too  late  to  offer  them. 

The  writer  conceives  the  subject  to  be  of  some  importance, 
and  has  treated  it  as  far  as  he  has  been  able  from  a  purely 
historical  standpoint.  His  aim  has  been  to  give  the  facts 
truly  as  he  has  found  them.  No  present-day  political  party 
bias  has  warped  or  coloured  any  statement,  and  he  has  not 
felt  at  liberty  to  omit  any  essential  fact  on  account  of  its 
unpleasantness.  He  is  not  expecting  to  arouse  interest 
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either  widely  or  deeply.  Should  there  be  a  sufficient  number 
of  people  whose  regard  for  Horsham  will  induce  them  to  become 
subscribers  and  so  defray  the  cost  of  printing  and  publishing, 
he  will,  by  their  appreciation,  feel  sufficiently  compensated 
for  his  labour  and  very  considerable  out-of-pocket  expenses, 
and  encouraged  to  proceed  in  arranging  for  the  publication  of 
other  local  history. 

But  for  the  war  and  its  aftermath,  the  present  volume 
would  have  appeared  much  earlier.  It  is  to  the  writer’s 
great  regret  that  the  many  Horshamites,  now  no  more,  who 
have  helped  him,  and  others  who  have  awaited  publication 
with  great  interest  have  been  disappointed  in  the  delay. 

1 8  London  Road, 

Horsham,  September ,  1926. 
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CHAPTER  I. 


Early  Constitution  of  the  Borough — Divisible  into  Three  Periods. 

Although  the  ancient  Manor  of  Horsham  is  not  mentioned 
in  Doomsday  Book  (unless,  as  has  been  supposed  by  some 
archaeologists,  it  is  referred  to  under  the  entry  “  Sorham  ”  in 
the  Hundred  of  Ifelt),  it  has  been  ascertained  that  the  Manor 
is  of  pre-Conquest  origin,  and  together  with  40  other  Manors 
was  given  by  William  the  Conqueror  to  William  de  Braose,1 
who  thereby  became  its  Lord  Paramount,  the  Lord  of  the 
Manor  ;  and,  notwithstanding  the  scantiness  of  early  records 
concerning  it,  there  is  ample  reason  to  conclude  that  its 
post-Conquest  importance  as  an  established  and  properly  con¬ 
stituted  Borough  was  acquired  before,  or  soon  after,  the  first 
Plantagenet  ascended  the  throne  of  England. 

There  is  no  known  record  of  an  early  Charter  of  Incorpora¬ 
tion  of  the  Borough.  Horsham  was  a  Borough  by  prescrip¬ 
tion,  a  condition  which  implies  the  grant  of  a  Charter  at  some 
remote  period  ;  it  was  from  time  immemorial  known  as  the 
“  Corporation  of  the  Bailiffs  and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough 
of  Horsham.”  2  In  their  Corporate  capacity  the  Bailiffs  and 
Burgesses  “  were  seized  in  right  of  their  said  Corporation  of 
the  Manor  and  Borough  of  Horsham,”  3  held  by  them  of  the 
Lord  Paramount ;  and  the  Bailiffs  for  the  time  being  were 
the  Lords  of  the  Manor  of  the  Borough.  Thus  the  Manor 
of  the  Borough  of  Horsham  was  a  Manor,  complete  in  itself, 
which  was  held  by  the  Bailiffs  and  Burgesses  as  Mesne  Lords 
immediately  of  the  Lord  Paramount  within  the  larger  Manor 
of  Horsham,  which  was  held  by  the  Lord  Paramount  im¬ 
mediately  of  the  King — a  Manor  within  a  Manor — and  was 
certainly  so  previous  to  a.d.  1 290  when,  by  the  statute  of 
Quia  Emptores,  sub  infeudation  was  abolished. 

1  Cartwright,  “  Rape  of  Bramber,”  pp.  175,  346. 

2  Letters  patent,  15  James  I.  3  Ibid. 
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The  form  of  the  Borough  was  nearly  oblong,  and  its  ancient 
boundaries  were  known,  and  probably  beaten  periodically, 
from  the  river  on  the  South  near  Tanbridge  across  the  Western 
side  over  Beanbridge  to  a  point  a  little  east  of  what  is  now 
the  Eastern  end  of  Rushams  Road  :  thence  across  the  Northern 
side  to  a  point  near  that  now  occupied  by  the  Bedford  Hotel ; 
from  there  the  Eastern  boundary  ran  down  what  is  now 
New  Street,  turning  at  the  South  end  at  Queen  Street  and 
going  westward  a  little,  then  again  turning  to  the  South, 
running  parallel  to  the  Western  boundary  back  to  the  river. 
The  river  formed  the  Southern  boundary.  The  Borough  con¬ 
tained  about  320  acres  of  land,  and  the  parish  about  8540 
acres  exclusive  of  the  Borough  area.  The  boundaries  of  the 
larger  Manor  of  Horsham  have  probably  been  somewhat 
elastic  ;  we  know  of  no  precise  definition  of  them,  but  they 
certainly  included  that  large  tract  of  land  lying  North-west 
North  and  East  of  the  Borough  which  was  known  until  1813 
as  Horsham  Common.  This  was  enclosed  by  Act  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  in  that  year. 

This  intricate  connection  between  the  Borough  and  Manor 
of  Horsham  and  the  larger  Manor  of  Horsham  was  further 
complicated  by  the  fact  that  within  these  Manors  the  Manor 
of  Roughey,  which  lay  chiefly  to  the  north  of  the  Borough 
and  was  in  its  turn  held  of  the  Manor  of  Cheesworth,1  extended 
into  and  had  tenants  in  the  Carfax,  North,  and  South  Streets, 
interspersed  with  the  Burgage  and  other  properties  there  ; 
whilst  the  other  Manors  of  Tarring-cum-Marlpost  and  Hewells 
also  had  lands  and  tenants  within  the  Manor  of  Horsham. 

The  Corporators  of  the  Borough  anciently  consisted  of 
52  Burgesses  holding  land  or  land  and  houses  known  as 
Burgage  tenements  of  the  Lord  Paramount  at  the  yearly 
rent  of  fifty-two  shillings  ;  that  is,  they  were  “  holders  of 
determinate  and  ascertained  spots  of  land  ”  by  Burgage 
tenure  “  by  the  performance  of  certain  determinate  services 
distinguished  both  from  Knight  service,  in  which  the  render 
was  uncertain,  and  from  villeinage,  when  the  service  was  of 
the  meanest  kind,  ’  ’ 2  and  it  seems  plain  that  as  these  Corporators 
“  are  such  by  reason  of  their  Tenure  ”  they  must  have  existed 

1  Cartwright,  “  Rape  of  Bramber,”  p.  340. 

3  Porritt,  “  The  Unreformed  House  of  Commons,”  p.  4. 
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antecedently  to  their  incorporation,  otherwise  they  could  not 
have  been  incorporated. 

The  exact  spots  and  boundaries  of  these  Burgages  have 
not  been  capable  of  definition  for  centuries.  Latterly,  as  far 
as  could  be  ascertained,  they  consisted  of  about  70  acres  of 
land  and  also  about  70  houses,  and  were  contained  within 
the  area  of  the  Borough.1  Each  Burgage  tenement  was  held 
by  its  Proprietor,  at  a  yearly  rent  of  one  shilling,2  by  fealty 
to  the  Lord,  Suit  of  Court,  and  Relief.  Tenure  in  Burgage 
Boroughs  consisted  generally  of  service  (of  the  nature  of 
husbandry)  to  the  Lord  ;  fealty  to  the  Lord  was  sworn  by 
each  Burgess  when  he  was  admitted  to  his  property  and, 
subsequently  to  the  Incorporation,  made  a  Corporator  ;  Suit 
of  Court  was  the  attendance  due  at  the  Lord’s  Court ;  Relief 
was  the  payment  of  a  fee  to  the  Lord  upon  the  descent  of  a 
Burgage  to  an  heir,  or  upon  alienation  by  conveyance  to  a 
stranger.  The  amount  of  relief  payable  at  Horsham  was  the 
same  amount  as  one  year’s  rent.  Burgage  tenure  then,  may 
be  defined  as  a  “  form  of  free  tenure  peculiar  to  Boroughs 
where  a  tenement  so  held  might  be  alienated  by  gift,  sale 
or  devise,  to  a  degree  regulated  only  by  the  Custom  of  the 
Borough,  unburdened  by  the  incidents  of  feudalism  or  villein¬ 
age  :  divisible  at  pleasure.”  3 

These  52  Burgesses  formed  the  complete  Borough  tenancy 
of  the  Lord  Paramount  who,  to  keep  his  Manorial  rights  and 
legal  hold  upon  his  tenants  secure  and  intact,  at  convenient 
though  not  necessarily  regular  intervals  held  his  Court,  called 
the  great  Court  of  the  Manor  or,  as  it  was  better  known,  the 
Court  Baron.  This  was  essentially  the  private  Court  of  the 
Lord,  though  it  maintained  the  privileges  of  the  tenant 
against  the  Lord  as  well  as  the  rights  of  the  Lord  against  his 
tenants.  It  consisted  of  the  Lord  or,  as  usually  amd  indeed 
almost  always  happened,  his  Steward  who  presided  ;  the 
Homage,  a  body  of  any  number  of  the  tenants  who  acted  in 
the  capacity  of  a  Jury,  whose  duty  it  was  to  find  on  oath  the 

i“  The  term  Burgage  was,  of  course,  first  applied  to  land — -when  a  house 
was  built  on  an  allotment  of  this  land,  it,  too,  was  a  Burgage  and  both  were 
called  a  Burgage”  (Hemmeon,  “  Burgage  Tenure  in  England,”  p.  93). 

2“  For  the  I2d.  rent  is  the  rent  of  the  whole  grant  to  each  person” 
(Bateson,  “  English  Historical  Review,”  Vol.  XVI.,  p.  341). 

3  Hemmeon,  “  Burgage  Tenure  in  England,”  p.  5. 
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truth  respecting  all  matters  brought  before  the  Court,  and 
present  their  findings  to  the  Lord  or  Steward,  who  thereupon 
in  his  judicial  capacity  pronounced  judgment ;  and  the  suitors 
at  the  Court.  It  undertook,  by  the  necessary  subordinate 
officers  whom  it  appointed,  the  administration  of  the  affairs 
of  the  Manor  and  the  organisation  and  protection  of  the  mutual 
interests  of  the  Lord  and  his  tenants.  “  The  principal  business 
of  the  Court  was  to  declare  and  enforce  the  Ancient  Customs 
of  the  Manor  which,  whether  relating  to  the  incidents  of  land 
tenure  or  the  use  of  the  common  fields  or  waste,  were  legally 
binding  on  both  the  Lord  and  his  tenants.”  1  The  principal 
business  of  the  Homage  was  to  determine  who  were  the 
actual  Manorial  tenants  of  the  Lord,  and  to  find  and  make 
presentments  of  escheats  and  surrenders  of  tenants,  of  the 
deaths  of  the  tenants  and  the  heirs  of  the  same,  and  of  aliena¬ 
tions,  i.e.  the  sale  or  conveyance  of  tenements  to  strangers. 
The  Lord  or  his  Steward  admitted  all  new  tenants  on  payment 
of  the  customary  fees  and  compliance  with  other  Manorial 
customs.  The  Court  was  empowered  to  make  bye-laws  with 
penalties  for  disobedience  of  them,  and  it  was  “  ordained  to 
determine  injuries,  trespasses,  debts  and  other  actions  among 
the  tenants  of  the  Manor.”  2  The  Court  could  be  held  any¬ 
where  within  the  Manor  at  the  discretion  of  the  Lord  or  his 
Steward,  and  upon  its  officers  depended  the  correct  account 
and  the  integrity  of  the  Lord’s  preserves. 

These  52  Burgesses  also  formed  the  Corporation  of  the 
Bailiffs  and  Burgesses  of  the  Manor  and  Borough  of  Horsham, 
“  a  development  of  the  Court  Baron.”  3  They  were  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  local  government  of  the  Borough  and 
exercised  their  authority  by  and  through  the  “  Court 
Leet  or  View  of  Frank  Pledge.”  This  Court  was  not 
a  private  Court  merely  incident  like  the  Court  Baron 
to  a  Manor.  It  was  a  Court  of  the  King,  a  Court  of 
public  Jurisdiction,  a  Court  of  Record  for  the  cognisance  of 
criminal  as  well  as  civil  matters  and  the  dispensation  of 
justice.  Its  Jurisdiction  extended  over  every  male  over 
twelve  years  of  age  who  had  dwelt  within  it  for  a  year  and  a 
day.  The  Court  Leet  is  assumed  to  have  been  a  Royal  grant 

1  Webb,  “  The  Manor  and  Borough,”  p.  15. 

2  Ibid.,  p.  17.  3  Ibid.,  p.  207. 
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to  the  Lord  of  a  Manor  and  this  assumption  is  supported  by 
the  case  of  Horsham,  for  though  the  Bailiffs  and  Burgesses 
“  have  enjoyed  and  still  enjoy  without  any  warranty  or  Royal 
grant  to  be,  inter  alia,  a  body  in  themselves  corporated  by 
the  name  of  the  Bailiffs  and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of 
Horsham,”  1  their  Court  was  held  under  the  patronage  of 
the  Lord  Paramount  whose  Steward  presided  even  though, 
as  appears  later,  he  was  appointed  by  the  Bailiffs.2  The 
Steward  was  always  supposed  to  be  a  Gentleman  learned  in 
the  Law.  He  acted  in  a  Judicial  capacity,  awarded  punish¬ 
ments  and  amerciaments  (i.e.  fines  upon  presentments  of  the 
Jurors),  received  nominations  for  and  appointed  Officers  of  the 
Court  and  formed  the  strong  irrevocable  link  between  the  Leet 
and  the  Lord  Paramount.  Besides  the  Steward,  the  Court  con¬ 
sisted  of  two  Bailiffs ;  the  Jury  consisting  of  not  less  than  1 3  and 
not  more  than  23  Burgesses,  sworn  “  to  enquire  for  ”  (i.e.  on  be¬ 
half  of)  ‘  ‘  the  King,  ’  ’  3  and  present  their  findings  to  the  Steward  ; 
constables  ;  headboroughs  ;  ale-conners  ;  leather  searchers  and 
sealers ;  and  the  cryer.  Of  these,  the  Steward  and  the  cryer 
were  the  only  permanently  appointed  Officers,  all  the  others 
were  appointed  annually  at  the  Court  Leet,  which  was  held  at 
a  certain  regular  place  within  one  month  after  Michaelmas 
day.  The  two  Bailiffs  were  selected  by  the  Steward  from 
4  Burgesses  nominated  by  the  Leet  Jury.  These  were  the 
head  men  of  the  Borough  and  Town  ;  they  occupied  a  position 
analogous  to  that  of  a  Mayor.  One  or  other,  or  both,  presided 
at  the  Corporation  and  Town  meetings  other  than  the  Court 
Leet ;  acted  as  treasurers  or  receivers  of  the  Corporation  fees 
and  revenues  ;  collected  the  Burgage  rents  from  the  Burgesses 
and  paid  them  to  the  Lord  ;  were  responsible  to  the  Sheriff  for 
the  good  conduct  of  the  Borough  ;  received  from  him  the 
King’s  writs  for  sending  Members  to  Parliament ;  find  acted 
as  Returning  Officers  at  all  Elections  from  earliest  times 
to  1835.  Two  constables  were  similarly  chosen.  Until  the 
seventeenth  century  these  appear  also  to  have  been  chosen  by 
the  Steward  from  four  nominated  Burgesses,  as  were  the 

1  Letters  patent,  15  James  I. 

2  In  1700  the  Steward  was  appointed  by  the  Duke  of  Norfolk,  in  1789  he 
was  appointed  by  the  Bailiffs,  as  will  be  seen  later. 

3  Ritson,  “  The  Jurisdiction  of  the  Court  Leet,”  2nd  edition,  p.  x. 


6  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  OF  HORSHAM 


Bailiffs  ;  but  in  the  eighteenth  century  they  were  chosen  by 
the  Bailiffs.  These  had  charge  of  pillory,  tumbrill  ducking- 
stool,  and  stocks,  and  carried  out  the  punishments  ordered 
by  the  Court ;  were  responsible  for  the  apprehension  and 
custody  of  vagrants,  night  prowlers,  disorderly  house-keepers 
and  other  offenders.  The  headboroughs  were  really  petty 
constables,  appointed  to  districts,  whose  duty  was  to  preserve 
order.  Each  headborough  was  responsible  for  the  district 
to  which  he  was  appointed  and  had  to  answer  to  the  Court 
Leet  for  the  conduct  of  the  residents  of  his  district.  This 
system  of  appointing  headboroughs  was  in  accordance  with 
the  “  View  of  Frank  Pledge,”  and  represented  at  Horsham, 
almost  to  our  own  time,  the  famous  division  and  subdivision 
of  the  population  into  tithings  by  King  Alfred.  Each  tithing 
consisted  of  ten  families  or  households  ;  the  heads  of  these 
families  were  reciprocally  bound  to,  and  responsible  for,  one 
another,  so  that  of  every  ten  householders  each  man  had  nine 
free  pledges  for  his  good  behaviour  ;  and  of  these  pledges  the 
eldest  or  most  responsible  was  called  the  headborough.1 

Ale-conners  or  tasters,  and  leather  searchers  and  sealers, 
took  assize  of  ale  and  wine,  bread,  weights  and  measures, 
and  performed  other  petty  material  business  such  as  the  names 
of  their  offices  indicate. 

The  actual  system  of  Frank  Pledge  fell  into  disuse  about 
three  or  four  hundred  years  ago,  by  which  time  the  Court 
Leet  had  also  lost  much  other  of  its  importance.  Its  criminal 
business,  for  which  it  was  the  oldest  Court  in  England,2  had 
been  taken  from  it  by  Itinerant  Justices  of  Assize  ;  and  by 
quarter  and  petty  sessions  ;  though  it  retained  all  its  hold 
upon  those  who  owed  it  suit  and  service.  We  have  not  found 
the  number  of  headboroughs  anciently  appointed  at  Horsham, 
but  since  the  beginning  of  the  seventeenth  century  there  were 
always  five.,  viz.  one  each  for  South  Street,  West  Street, 
East  Street,  North  Street,  and  the  Carfax  ;  and  these  offices, 
together  with  the  others  detailed  above,  were  maintained 
until  about  1835. 

There  was  yet  one  more  Court  held  from  time  immemorial 
at  Horsham  ;  this  was  called  the  Portmot  Court.  It  was 

1  Ritson,  “  The  Jurisdiction  of  the  Court  Leet,”  p.  vi.  2  Ibid.,  p.  viii. 
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also  known  as  the  Borough  Court  or  the  three  weeks’  Court ; 
the  last-named  evidently  from  the  fact  that  it  was  held 
regularly  every  three  weeks.  It  had  only  to  deal  with  cases 
of  debt  and  trespass  under  forty  shillings  in  value. 

The  Lordship  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham,  together  with 
the  other  Liberties  in  the  Rape  of  Bramber,  descended  from 
William  de  Braose  to  the  Dukes  of  Norfolk,  by  whom  it  has 
since  been  held. 


The  Parliamentary  history  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham  is 
clearly  divisible  into  three  periods.  The  first  period  extends 
from  a.d.  1295  to  about  the  late  middle  of  the  seventeenth 
century,  during  which  time,  at  least  for  the  greater  part  of  it, 
the  independent  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  elected,  and  were 
represented  by,  their  own  native  Members  under  conditions 
which,  to  use  a  modern  political  expression,  were  “  honest  to 
the  verge  of  simplicity.”  Of  the  English  Parliament  of  this 
period  as  much  perhaps  is  known  as  of  any  other  branch 
of  English  history ;  but  of  the  Parliamentary  history  of 
Horsham  little  except  the  Members’  names  and  the  dates  of 
their  periods  of  office  has  been  ascertained — a  circumstance 
that  applies  to  the  other  Boroughs  of  the  Horsham  variety 
for  reasons  which  will  appear  later. 

The  second,  a  shorter  period,  extends  from  the  end  of 
the  first  period  to  the  Reform  Act  of  1832.  Instead  of  “  honest 
simplicity  ”  we  have  now  a  most  sinister  period,  during  which 
the  Burgesses  were  manipulated  out  of  their  birthright  and 
almost  entirely  extinguished  ;  and  the  Constituency,  originally 
a  free  democracy,  was  captured  and  exploited  in  the  political 
and  financial  interests  of  two  or  three  influential  families. 
The  independent  Burgesses  of  Horsham  by  their  ovyn  venality 
and  by  legal  thimble-rigging  lost  their  Corporate  and  Parlia¬ 
mentary  franchises  to  these  more  artful  individuals  who 
reduced  the  Burgesses  to  one-seventh  of  their  original  number, 
deprived  the  Constituency  of  its  right  of  election,  and  after 
having  so  made  it  politically  impotent,  sold  the  seats  for  cash. 
Historical  material  of  this  period  is  varied,  exceedingly  inter¬ 
esting,  and  ample  to  prove  these  facts  :  the  Journals  of  the 
House  of  Commons  ;  the  archives  of  Temple  Newsam,  the 
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palatial  mansion  of  the  Lords  Irwin  (who  for  the  greater  part 
of  this  period  “  owned  ”  the  Borough)  which  were  very 
kindly  and  courteously  placed  at  the  writer’s  inspection  by 
the  owner,  the  Hon.  E.  F.  L.  Wood,  M.P.  ;  the  archives  of 
Norfolk  House,  London,  also  so  placed  by  the  very  courteous 
Librarian,  R.  C.  Wilton,  Esq.  ;  the  Newcastle  manuscripts 
in  the  British  Museum  ;  reports  of  proceedings  and  minutes 
of  evidence  of  the  contested  elections  ;  Frazer’s  “  Election 
Cases  ”  ;  the  Historical  Manuscripts  Commissions’  reports,  and 
other  publications  ;  and  more  particularly,  a  great  number  of 
local  documents  also  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  writer. 
From  these  sources  we  get,  and  are  able  to  give,  an  inner  view 
of  the  way  the  Borough  was  cheated  and  run  by  its  Parlia¬ 
mentary  proprietors,  a  view  not  given,  and  indeed  scarcely 
indicated  in  any  other  publication,  and  certainly  suspected 
by  but  few  of  the  present  generation. 

The  third  period,  the  shortest,  extends  only  from  1832  to 
1885.  The  Reform  Act  of  1832,  while  it  annihilated  many 
small  proprietary  Boroughs,  resuscitated  moribund  Horsham, 
added  a  new  Constituency  to  the  remnant  of  its  old,  and  gave 
it  life  and  vigour  of  a  kind  entirely  new  with  a  wide  democratic 
franchise  to  an  extent  hitherto  unapproached.  The  spirit  of 
Reform,  having  broken  down  all  ancient  barriers  to  progress, 
insisted  on  further  recognition.  Act  succeeded  Act  in  con¬ 
cession  to  the  Radical  demands  of  the  early  nineteenth  cen¬ 
tury  and  made  this  period  in  many  respects  a  complete 
contrast  to  the  latter  part  of  its  immediate  predecessor, 
which  was  almost  entirely  stagnant.  Instead  of  decreasing 
during  these  fifty  years  the  Constituency  became  six  times  as 
large  and  adapted  itself  willy-nilly  to  every  fresh  advance. 
When,  however,  in  1885,  the  great  step  towards  universal 
suffrage  was  taken  by  the  enfranchisement  of  the  agricultural 
labourer,  the  old  Borough  could  not  any  longer  keep  pace. 
Having  escaped  destruction  in  1832  its  fate  was  now  sealed, 
and  it  was  able  only  to  save  its  name  in  connection  with 
Parliamentary  representation  by  leaving  it  to  the  new  large 
division  of  North-West  Sussex,  of  which  it  was  the  capital. 
Besides  Parliamentary  publications  of  petitions,  scrutinies, 
and  newspaper  reports,  the  writer,  commencing  his  search 
in  1907,  has  obtained  a  great  deal  of  information  from  people 


DIVISIBLE  INTO  THREE  PERIODS 


9 


who  took  part  in  the  proceedings,  and  whose  recollections 
extended  back  to  the  first  Reform  Election  of  1832.  Official 
documents  and  newspaper  reports  yield  not  much  more  than 
a  skeleton  account  of  the  subject  ;  it  is  from  private  informa¬ 
tion,  written  and  oral,  we  have  been  able  to  add  substance, 
life,  and  interest. 

Of  every  contested  Election,  from  the  first  in  1701  to  the 
last  in  1880,  some  account  is  given.  Of  these  Elections  there 
are  three,  those  of  1715,  1790,  and  1847,  that  stand  out  promi¬ 
nently  as  the  most  important,  the  most  stubbornly  fought, 
and  the  most  interesting  in  detail.  Of  these  we  have  given 
the  fullest  accounts. 

It  must  be  admitted  that  these  and  other  details— to  say 
the  best  of  them — do  not  throw  a  very  creditable  light  on 
the  Borough.  Of  this  admission  the  only  extenuating  circum¬ 
stance,  if  such  it  be,  is  that  if  the  other  pre-Reform  Boroughs, 
in  the  same  Constitutional  category  as  Horsham  with  their 
variety  of  electioneering  machinery,  had  their  histories  written 
as  fully,  they  would  be  similarly  indicted  thereby.  After 
1832,  when  the  electoral  machinery  for  the  first  time  was  of 
the  same  legal  pattern  in  all  Boroughs,  curiously  enough  there 
was  considerable  variety  in  its  results.  Generally  speaking, 
however,  territorial  influence,  of  which  the  larger  Boroughs 
were  comparatively  free,  in  the  smaller  Boroughs  worked 
upon  the  mercenary  and  thirsty  propensities  of  a  large  number 
of  the  poorer  and  weaker  of  the  Electorate,  and  intimidated 
others  by  threats  of  ejection  from  premises  and  withdrawal 
of  trade.  At  Horsham  from  1 7 1 5  t°  1832  there  was  little 
scope  for  these  malpractices,  but  from  1832  to  1880  they  were 
largely  used  the  whole  of  the  time  and  engendered  bad  feelings 
which  frequently  did  not  completely  subside  from  one  Election 
to  the  next. 


CHAPTER  II. 


Earliest  Representation — Survey  of  the  Borough. 

The  Borough  of  Horsham  first  sent  representatives  to  Parlia¬ 
ment  in  the  twenty-third  year  of  the  reign  of  Edward  I., 
a.d.  1295  ;  the  earliest  Parliament  composed  of  Lords  and 
Commons  summoned  by  the  King,  of  which  we  have  record. 
Nearly  all  Boroughs,  Horsham  included,  sent  two  Burgesses 
each.  The  King’s  writ  to  the  Boroughs  was  issued  in  November, 
1295,  and  the  Parliamentary  franchise  which  followed  added  an 
entirely  new  element  to  their  Constitutions  and  politically 
divided  them  into  four  different  groups.  There  were  Freemen 
Boroughs,  in  which  the  franchise  was  given  to  the  Freemen  ; 
Scot  and  Lot  Boroughs,  in  which  the  franchise  was  given  to 
those  paying  Scot  and  Lot,  and  later,  those  who  paid  Poor 
and  Church  rates — the  equivalent  of  Scot  and  Lot ;  Corporation 
Boroughs,  in  which  the  franchise  was  given  to  the  Aldermen 
and  Common  Councillors ;  and  Burgage-Tenure  Boroughs, 
in  which  the  franchise  was  given  to  the  holders  of  Burgage 
tenements.1  All  of  these  groups  were  subdivided  by  many 
details  in  their  electoral  systems.  The  absence  of  legal 
machinery,  that  would  have  produced  something  like  uniformity 
in  the  manner  of  choosing  representatives,  left  each  Borough 
to  supply  its  own  conditions  to  the  exercise  of  the  Parliamen¬ 
tary  franchise,  and,  as  these  became  fixed  by  time,  local  usage, 
custom  and  tradition  became  the  electoral  law  of  each  Borough; 
for  instance,  some  Boroughs  became  known  as  pure  Burgage- 
tenure  Boroughs  ;  in  these  the  Burgage  tenements  remained 
entire  and  indivisible  ;  and  the  number  of  Burgage  holdings 
was  always  the  same.2.  In  other  Boroughs  the  Burgage 

1  Porritt,  “  The  Unreformed  House  of  Commons,”  p.  30. 

2  Downton  in  Wiltshire  was  a  typical  pure  Burgage-tenure  Borough  where 
the  entire  Burgages  were  traced  back  to  1458  without  any  alteration  either  in 
number  or  rents  (Horsham  Election,  double  Return,  MS.,  p.  281). 
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holdings  were  divisible  into  halves,  quarters  and  other  portions  ; 
in  these  the  number  of  Burgage  holdings  was  variable,  though 
it  was  a  well-known  law  that  no  new  Burgage  could  be  created, 
for  “  even  the  power  of  the  crown  cannot  create  a  new,  or 
alter  an  old,  tenure.”  1  Again  in  some  Boroughs  a  long  period 
of  residence  immediately  preceding  an  Election  was  necessary 
to  the  exercise  of  the  franchise  ;  in  other  Boroughs  a  short 
period  ;  while  in  others  no  residence  was  necessary.  In  all 
Boroughs  local  customs  and  traditions  were  the  rule  and 
guidance  for  the  conduct  of  Parliamentary  Elections  :  in  some 
cases  they  were  ratified  or  qualified  by  subsequent  resolutions 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  but  in  nearly  all  they  remained 
substantially  the  same  from  the  earliest  times  to  the  Reform 
Act  of  1832. 

Horsham  was  a  Burgage-tenure  Borough  and  there  is  no 
doubt  that  the  Parliamentary  franchise  followed  the  Cor¬ 
poration  franchise  and  was  given  to,  and  undertaken  by,  its 
most  important  persons,  the  52  Burgesses.  The  Corporate 
and  the  Parliamentary  franchises  thus  ran  together.  Yet, 
though  the  vote  was  originally  given  to  the  Burgage  holders, 
all  of  whom  were  the  occupiers  of  their  own  properties,  subse¬ 
quent  electoral  developments  attached  the  vote  to  the  soil 
itself,  not  to  the  Burgage  holder  nor  even  to  his  house  ;  for 
in  course  of  time  not  only  did  votes  remain  attached  to  spots 
of  land  upon  which  buildings  had  been  demolished  and  new 
ones  not  erected,  but,  by  splitting  and  dividing  Burgages, 
some  spots  of  land  to  which  the  franchise  remained  attached 
were  not  large  enough,  or  convenient  enough,  for  the  erection 
of  a  building  of  any  sort. 

And  clearly  Horsham  was  not  a  pure  Burgage-tenure 
Borough,  for,  as  will  be  seen  later,  the  Horsham  Burgages 
were  divisible  at  the  will  of  the  holders,  and  many  were 
divided  into  small  portions  ;  nor  did  the  residential  quali¬ 
fications  obtain  here.  The  right  of  Election  at  Horsham 
attached  to  the  soil  became  an  integral  part  of  the  estate 
and  passed  with  the  freehold  of  the  estate  from  one  holder  for 
the  time  being  to  another.  So  far  Horsham  conditions  were 
similar  to  those  of  many  other  Burgage-tenure  Boroughs  ; 

1  Copley,  “  The  Case  of  a  Double  Return  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham,” 
p.  25. 
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but  at  Horsham,  to  exercise  the  franchise  at  an  Election,  it 
was  necessary  for  the  Burgess,  not  to  produce  title-deeds  to  the 
possession  of  the  qualifying  Burgage  tenement  but,  what  it 
is  most  important  to  remember,  proofs  of  his  admission  to 
his  holding  at  the  Lord’s  Court  with  the  consequent  entry 
of  his  name  on  the  Burgess  roll ;  for,  whereas  at  other  Burgage 
Boroughs  Burgesses  were  allowed  to  poll  upon  production 
of  their  title-deeds,  at  Horsham  it  was  the  peculiar  custom 
that  the  owner  of  a  Burgage  tenement  could  not  exercise  the 
Parliamentary  franchise  unless  and  until  at  the  Lord  Para¬ 
mount’s  Court  his  title  had  been  proved,  he  had  been  presented 
by  the  Homage,  paid  his  relief,  and  his  rent  if  due,  did  his 
fealty  to  the  Lord,  was  admitted  to  his  holding  by  the  Lord 
or  his  Steward,  and  had  his  name  duly  entered  on  the  rolls 
of  the  Court.  The  Lord,  or  his  Steward,  and  the  Homagers 
of  the  Court  Baron  decided  who  were  the  tenants  of  the 
Manor,  and  consequently  possessors  of  the  Parliamentary 
franchise  at  Horsham. 

Bohun,  one  of  the  earliest  writers  on  Parliamentary 
history,  writes  in  the  seventeenth  century  : — 

“  The  Borough  of  Horsham  is  held  of  the  Duke  of 
Norfolk  as  Lord  thereof.  The  House  or  land  that  pays 
twelve  pence  a  year  to  the  Duke  is  called  a  whole  Burges- 
ship,  but  these  tenancies  have  been  splitted  up  in  such 
small  parts  that  he  who  only  has  so  much  land  or  part 
of  a  house  as  pays  two  pence  a  year  is  now  by  custom 
entitled  to  a  vote  for  members  to  serve  in  Parliament. 
But  it  is  the  tenant  of  the  Freehold,  though  not  resident 
in  the  place  or  occupier  of  the  House  or  land,  that  has 
the  right  to  vote.  Note.  Two  Bailiffs  are  the  principal 
officers  that  return  the  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament, 
and  all  alienations  and  alterations  of  tenancy  must  be 
presented  at  the  Court  Leet ;  1  for,  though  at  other 
places  Burgesses  are  admitted  to  vote  from  their  deeds 
and  other  evidence  they  produce  at  an  Election,  yet 
here,  none  is  admitted  to  poll  but  those  whose  right  to  be 
a  Burgess  is  found  by  the  Homage,  nor  will  they  admit 
tenants  pur  auter  vie  to  be  freeholders  or  to  have  a  vote 
in  electing  Members  to  Parliament  for  the  said  Borough.” 

1  A  palpable  error.  It  should  be  Court  Baron,  not  Court  Leet. 
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In  these  many  distinctions  and  differences  among  the 
Boroughs  may  be  clearly  seen  the  local  origin  of  each  one’s 
political  machinery. 


From  the  earliest  time  Members  of  Parliament  were  naturally 
and  freely  chosen  by  and  from  their  Constituencies.  There 
is  a  copy  of  the  Return  of  the  first  two  Members  for  the 
Borough  of  Horsham  in  the  Inner  Temple  library.1 

Knights  &  Burgesses  elected  in  the  County  of  Sussex. 
Horsham  borough — 


Walter  Randolf  of  Horsham 


Walter  Burgeys 


per 

per 


William  le  Faghell  of 
Horsham. 

.Reg.  Brun  of  the  same. 
f Robert  de  Mauleverer 
{John  Dunnynges. 


The  names  of  Walter  Randolf  and  Walter  Burgeys  appear 
in  the  earliest  Sussex  Subsidy  Roll  of  1296  under  “  Burgus 
de  Horsham,”  the  former  taxed  £1  os.  6Jd. — the  highest 
individual  amount  for  the  Borough — and  the  latter  taxed 
6s.  5fd.,  proving  them  both  to  be  genuine  Burgesses  of  sub¬ 
stantial  positions.  Members,  too,  were  paid  wages  by  their 
Constituencies  for  their  expenses  and  maintenance  whilst 
serving  in  Parliament.  Both  these  instances  of  early  Parlia¬ 
mentary  usage  were  subsequently  fixed  by  Acts  of  Parliament. 
The  Act  of  I  Henry  V.  in  1413,  enacted  that  Citizens  and  Bur¬ 
gesses  should  be  dwelling  and  resident  in  the  Constituencies 
they  represented.  The  Act  16  Edward  II.,  in  1323,  fixed  the  rate 
of  wages  for  every  Citizen  or  Burgess  representative  at  2s. 
per  day.  In  the  Close  Rolls  of  9th  December  1330,  we  find 
the  record  of  the  King’s  writ  to  the  Sheriff  of  Sussex  ordering 
the  payment  by  the  Bailiffs  of  the  Boroughs  in  Sussex  to  the 
Burgesses  for  their  wages  “  for  attending  the  Parliament  at 
Westminster  on  Monday  after  St.  Katherine  last  and  staying 
there  and  returning,  to  wit,  twenty-one  days,  each  of  them 
taking  two  shillings  per  day,”  and  in  1368  another  writ  to 
the  Borough  of  Horsham  ordering  the  payment  of  one  hundred 
shillings  to  Walter  Randekyn  and  Oliver  Gyngemere  for  25 


1  Petty  MSS.  533,  No.  15,  p.  91  B. 
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days’  attendance.1  This  enforced  payment  of  Members  of 
Parliament  for  services  rendered  to  the  State,  not  to  the 
Boroughs  themselves,  made  Parliamentary  representation  un¬ 
popular  among  both  constituents  and  representatives  alike. 
It  was  regarded  not  as  a  privilege  but  as  a  burden.  Burgesses 
took  no  pride  in  what  was  to  them  an  expensive  and  unpro¬ 
fitable  duty,  which  they  were  compelled  to  discharge,  of 
sending  two  Members  to  Westminster  or  elsewhere,  and 
Members  took  no  pride  in  the  honour  thrust  upon  them. 
Indeed,  so  reluctant  were  they  to  take  the  responsibility  that 
“  manucaptors  ”  were  appointed  whose  duty  it  was  to  see 
that  the  elected  Burgesses  rendered  their  services,  and  who 
started  them  on  their  journeys.2  An  Act  passed  in  1382 
commanded  the  attendance  in  Parliament,  under  pain  of  being 
amerced,  of  all  those  who  had  been  returned,  including 
Citizens  and  Burgesses. 

So  far  as  is  known  the  Parliamentary  records  of  the 
Borough  anterior  to  the  reign  of  James  I.,  are  very  few.  The 
earliest  mention  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham  in  the  Journals 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  which  commence  in  1547,  is  that 
of  the  7th  February,  1588,  “  ordered  a  new  writ  to  be  issued 
for  electing  a  Burgess  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham  in  the  room 
of  Mr.  Nicholas  Hare,  who,  being  sick,  desired  to  be  discharged.” 
As  there  was  no  eagerness  for  Parliamentary  honour  there 
was  no  competition  for  the  Horsham  seats.  Writs  for  sending 
Members  to  Parliament  were  not  welcomed  ;  they  were  evaded 
if  possible,  and  as  we  find  the  name  of  Horsham  absent  in 
many  of  the  early  Returns  we  may  presume  the  endeavours 
to  evade  were  sometimes  successful.  Lords  of  Boroughs 
sometimes  supplied  these  deficiencies,  and  the  names  of  some 
of  the  Horsham  representatives  appear  to  indicate  that  they 
were  so  placed  against  the  Act  of  1413,  and  against  the  tenour 
of  the  first  reported  discussion  of  the  subject  in  the  House  of 
Commons  in  1571,  but  such  nominations  do  not  appear  to 
have  been  objected  to  and  in  some  cases  were  desired.3  “There 

1  Professor  W.  J.  Harte  of  University  College,  Exeter,  writes  :  “  There 
are  heaps  of  cases  of  dodging  these  payments.  Horsham  M. P.’s  were  lucky  if 
they  got  their  2s.  per  day.” 

2  Porritt,  “  The  Unreformed  House  of  Commons,”  p.  5. 

3  Barnett  Smith,  “  History  of  the  English  Parliament,”  Vol.  I.,  p.  340. 
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be  a  dozen  towns  in  England,”  wrote  John  Paston  to  his 
brother  in  I472>  11  that  choose  no  Burgesses,  which  ought  to 
do,  an  ye  may  be  set  in  for  one  of  these  towns  an  ye  be 
friended.”  1 

A  Return  “  from  so  remote  a  period  as  can  be  obtained 
of  the  Surnames,  Christian  names  and  titles  of  all  the  Members 
of  the  lower  House  of  Parliament,  with  the  name  of  the 
Constituency  and  date  of  Return  of  each,”  was  ordered  by  the 
House  of  Commons  in  1877  to  be  printed.  This  return  shows 
that  the  early  Parliaments  were  frequently,  but  very  irregu¬ 
larly,  summoned  ;  they  were  but  of  single  session  and  of 
short  duration  ;  in  some  years  three,  but  more  frequently 
two,  Parliaments  were  held  ;  in  some  years  none  at  all. 

During  the  reign  of  Edward  I.  the  number  of  Boroughs 
summoned  to  return  Members  to  Parliament  was  one  hundred 
and  sixty-five.2  To  the  Parliament  of  1295  ninety-four 
Cities  and  Boroughs  were  so  summoned.  From  1295  to  the 
end  of  the  fourteenth  century  one  hundred  and  twenty-two 
Parliaments  were  held.  Of  these,  according  to  the  Returns 
that  have  been  found,  the  County  of  Sussex  and  places  in 
the  County  were  represented  at  one  hundred  and  one.  Of 
these  again  eighteen  were  attended  by  Knights  of  the  Shire 
only.  Of  all  places  in  Sussex  during  this  period  Chichester 
returned  most  frequently,  viz.  seventy-seven  times  ;  Seaford 
least  frequently  twelve  times  ;  the  average  number  of  Returns 
for  places  in  Sussex,  not  including  the  Cinque  Port  towns 
of  Hastings,  Rye,  and  Winchelsea  which  did  not  commence 
to  return  until  1366,  and  counting  Bramber  and  Steyning 
as  two  Constituencies,  being  forty-five  ;  Horsham  returned 
sixty  times.  Between  the  end  of  the  fourteenth  and  the  end 
of  the  sixteenth  centuries  (excluding  the  period  between  1482 
and  1523,  the  Returns  for  which  have  been  lost)  the'duration 
of  Parliaments  had  begun  to  extend  and  but  seventy-one  were 
held.  To  these  Horsham  returned  forty-eight  times. 

From  some  of  the  later  Returns  of  this  period  it  is  evident 
that  the  Borough  of  Horsham,  like  some  other  Boroughs, 
was  accepting  nominations  for  its  Members  of  Parliament 

1  Paston  Letters. 

1  Barnett  Smith,  “  History  of  the  English  Parliament,”  Vol.  I.,  p.  167. 
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from  outside.  Famous  names  such  as  Andrew  Bayntum, 
of  Bramham,  Wilts  ;  Peter  Osborn  of  Chicksands,  Herts  ; 
and  John  Doddridge  of  Barnstaple,  Devon  ;  men  with  no 
other  connection  with  Horsham  than  that  of  representing 
it  in  Parliament,  show  that  the  Act  of  141 3  was  disre¬ 
garded,  and,  by  the  following  extracts  from  a  letter  written 
by  Thomas,  Earl  of  Arundel  and  Surrey,  it  appears  quite 
probable  that  his  ancestors,  the  Dukes  of  Norfolk,  introduced 
some  of  the  “  foreigners  ”  to  their  Borough  of  Horsham. 
The  letter,  undated,  but  probably  written  during  the  reign 
of  James  I.,  or  Charles  I.,  is  addressed  to  The  Constable  and 
Inhabitants  of  the  Borough  of  Steyning : — 

“  It  hath  pleased  his  Majesty  to  call  a  present  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  which  you  are  to  send  two  Burgesses.  It  were 
well  if  the  old  custom  were  duly  observed,  that  every 
Borough  should  elect  Members  of  their  own  body  to  under¬ 
go  that  service.  But— it  hath  been  a  usage  of  long 
continuance  for  most  towns  to  make  choice  of  such 
foreigners  as  were  fit  and  worthy  of  the  places  and  herein 
to  have  recourse  and  respect  unto  the  tender  made  to 
them  of  able  men  by  their  chief  Lords,  and  soe  my  an¬ 
cestors  have  done  unto  your  predecessors.”  1 

“  Knowledge  of  the  representation  of  Boroughs  in 
these  early  times  has  been  difficult  to  obtain  and  much 
uncertainty  is  due  to  the  want  of  system  or  method  that 
accompanied  both  the  summoning  and  electing  of  Mem¬ 
bers.”  2 

About  the  end  of  the  sixteenth,  or  the  beginning  of  the 
seventeenth  century,  Parliamentary  representation  began 
generally  to  be  viewed  in  a  different  light  and  to  be  valued 
and  sought  after.  The  great  landed  aristocracy  had  seen  in 
it  a  new  source  of  strength,  and  having  filled  all  the  County 
seats  began  to  give  their  attentions  to  the  Boroughs.  The 
duration  of  Parliaments  which  to  the  time  of  Henry  VIII. 
continued  to  be  short  of  single  session  length  only  had  de¬ 
veloped  into  years.  Laws  had  been  passed  which  were  in- 

1  “  Historical  Anecdotes  of  the  Howard  Family,”  see  Cartwright,  “  Rape 
of  Bramber,”  p.  164. 

2  Barnett  Smith,  “  History  of  the  English  Parliament,”  Vol.  I.,  p.  168. 
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tended  to  restrict  the  choice  of  Members  to  men  of  means  ; 
property  qualifications  were  imposed  which  frequently  com¬ 
pelled  Boroughs  to  go  outside  their  boundaries  to  find  eligible 
candidates;  subsequently,  in  1710,  it  was  enacted  that  none 
but  landowners  could  enter  the  House  of  Commons  ;  in  the 
case  of  Burgesses  with  a  minimum  income  of  £300  per  annum. 
By  1620  the  Act  of  1413  had  become  a  dead  letter.  Borough 
seats,  no  longer  exclusively  occupied  by  native  Burgesses 
usually  of  the  trading  or  craftsman  classes,  were  scrambled 
for  by  outsiders,  and  merchants  or  lawyers,  nominated  by 
the  aristocracy  or  ambitious  in  their  own  interests,  became 
willing  not  only  to  undertake  the  irksome  and  expensive 
journeys  to  Parliament  and  to  sit  as  Members  without  wages 
or  local  reward  of  any  kind,  but,  in  addition,  were  willing 
and  prepared  to  confer  favours  upon  Towns  and  Townspeople 
who  would  elect  them  as  their  representatives.  To  lawyers 
especially  a  Parliamentary  career  offered  many  advantages, 
since  representation  of  a  Borough  was  frequently  an  easy 
and  direct  stepping-stone  to  a  high  legal  prize. 

This  attractiveness  of  Borough  seats,  and  the  favours  and 
privileges  that  were  bestowed  by  the  new  kinds  of  occupants, 
prompted  a  more  minute  and  careful  regard  for  the  Parlia¬ 
mentary  franchise  ;  and,  as  the  Corporators  and  Burgesses 
of  Horsham  became  such  and  exercised  the  elective  franchise 
by  virtue  of  their  possession  of  Burgage  holdings,  it  was  only 
natural  for  the  Lord  Paramount  to  feel  an  interest  in  the  new 
circumstances  and  to  sanction,  perhaps  to  institute,  an  en¬ 
quiry  into  the  Rights,  Constitution,  and  Conditions  of  the 
Borough  which  he  had  derived  from  his  ancestors.  The 
Corporators  were  no  less  interested  in  seeing  firmly  established 
by  investigation  the  Rights  which  made  them  the  instruments 
for  gratifying  the  desires  of  Parliamentary  aspirants  so  ready 
to  patronise  and  bribe,  and  from  whom  great  benefits  began 
to  flow. 

The  earliest  known  survey  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham 
was  made  in  the  year  1611,  and  we  may  perhaps  accept  this 
date  as  about  the  period  when  the  new  political  era,  which 
set  in  with  the  increase  of  wealth  and  power  of  the  Common 
people  of  England,  began  its  influence  on  the  Borough  con¬ 
stituencies. 
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It  is  not  known  how  long  the  ancient  52  Burgages  re¬ 
mained  intact ;  possibly  they  remained  so  until  the  17th  Henry 
VI.,  1439,  when  there  appeared  in  the  Bailiffs’  accounts  the 
payment  to  the  Lord  Paramount  of  the  sum  of  fifty-two 
shillings  for  fifty-two  Burgages;  in  the  17th  Henry  VII., 
1502,  the  corresponding  entry  was  fifty-two  shillings  and  ten- 
pence  for  fifty-seven  Burgages.  In  the  survey  of  1611  there 
appear  fifty-four  Burgage  holdings  at  the  rent  of  fifty-two 
shillings. 


“  Horsham  Borough  and  Manor.1 

“  A  survey  indented  taken  and  made  at  a  Court  there 
held  the  13th  day  of  August  in  the  year  of  the  reign  of 
our  Lord  James  by  the  Grace  of  God  of  England,  Scotland, 
France,  and  Ireland,  King,  defender  of  the  faith  etc. 
(that  is  to  say  of  England,  France  and  Ireland  the  ninth 
and  of  Scotland  the  forty-fifth)  before  John  Peers,  Gent., 
Steward  of  the  Courts  of  the  said  Manor  by  virtue  of  a 
warrant  from  Thomas  Earl  of  Arundel  and  Surrey  to 
the  said  John  Peers  and  Daniel  Pulleyn,  John  Birstye 
and  John  Nye,  Gent.,  and  others  directed  in  the  presence 
of  lawful  men  of  our  said  Lord  the  King  there  then  present 
upon  the  oaths  of  Henry  Whytall,  one  of  the  Bailiffs  of 
the  Borough  aforesaid,  Robert  Earsfield,  Gent.,  Edward 
Parkhurst,  Thomas  Hurst,  Robert  Tredcrofte,  Henry 
Weekyns,  William  Seator  the  elder,  Thomas  Smythe,  John 
Bennett,  Henry  Feest,  Thomas  Lyntott,  Thomas  Maye, 
Thomas  Rowland,  Richard  Whyte,  Thomas  Awood, 
Thomas  Groombridge,  John  Awood,  and  Ralph  Coote, 
Burgesses  of  the  said  Borough  ;  who,  being  sworn  and 
charged  upon  articles  at  this  Court  after  specified,  say 
upon  their  oaths  aforesaid  as  follows  :  that  is  to  say — 

Scarfolkes. 

“  First,  That  the  aforesaid  Robert  Tredcrofte 
holds  to  him  and  his  heirs,  of  the  Lord  of  the  Manor 
aforesaid  in  free  Burgage  a  certain  Tenement,  being 

1  Only  that  part  of  the  survey  relevant  to  its  Parliamentary  history  is 
here  given. 
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Plan  of  the  Ancient  Borough  of  Horsham  as  traced  in  1792  from  the  original 
survey  of  161 1.  The  figures  refer  only  to  the  order  in  which  the  votes  were 
considered  by  the  House  of  Commons’  Committee  in  1792.  Drawn  by 
Mr.  S.  Mitchell  from  Frazer’s  “Election  Cases,”  1792. 
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half  a  Burgage  containing  one  messuage,  with  s.  d. 
barns,  stables,  a  backside,  and  gardens  with  the 
appurtenances  called  the  Red  Lion  formerly  called 
Frenches  and  lately  Agaffes  by  the  rent  by  the 
year  payable  at  the  Feast  of  St.  Michael  the 
Archangel  .  .  .  .  .  .  .08 

“AND  that  Richard  Hurst  likewise  holds  one 
piece  of  land,  parcel  of  the  aforesaid  tenement, 
called  the  Red  Lion,  containing  in  length  ft. 

and  in  breadth  ft.  being  a  portion  of  a 

Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  payable  as 
above  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .03 

“  AND  that  William  Patchinge  likewise  holds 
another  piece  adjoining  in  length  44  ft.  and  in 
breadth  33  ft.,  being  a  portion  of  a  Burgage,  by  the 
rent  by  the  year  payable  at  the  same  feast  .  o  2 
“  AND  that  Thomas  Pike  likewise  holds  another 
adjoining  piece,  in  length  26  ft.  and  in  breadth  6  ft., 
being  a  portion  of  a  Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the 
year  payable  as  above  .  .  .  .  .02 

“AND  that  Robert  Earsfield,  Gent.,  likewise  holds 
one  messuage  and  one  garden,  called  Holbrooks, 
being  half  a  Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the  year 
payable  as  above  .  .  .  .  .  .06 

“  AND  that  Bartholomew  Sayeres  likewise  holds 
one  garden,  late  parcel  of  Holbrookes  aforesaid, 
being  a  portion  of  a  Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the 
year  payable  as  above  .  .  .  .  .03 

“  AND  that  Henry  Patchinge  likewise  holds  one 
messuage,  a  garden  with  the  appurtenances,  late 
Barkers,  being  a  portion  of  a  Burgage,  by  the  rent 
by  the  year  payable  as  above  .  .  .  .02 

“AND  that  Anne  Woode,  widow,  holds  for  the 
term  of  her  life  remainder  to  John  Woode,  her 
son,  for  the  term  of  his  life,  remainder  to  the 
heirs  of  Thomas  Patchinge  deceased,  one  barn 
and  one  garden,  by  estimation  three  acres  of 
land  with  the  appurtenances,  being  one  entire  Bur¬ 
gage,  called  Randalls,  by  virtue  of  the  testament  in 
writing  of  William  Patchinge  deceased  dated  the 
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1 8th  day  of  Jan.  in  the  year  of  our  Lord,  according  s.  d. 
to  the  English  computation  1598,  which  the  said 
William  held  of  the  Lord  aforesaid  to  him  and  his 
heirs  in  free  Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the  year 
payable  as  above  .  .  .  .  .  .10 

“AND  that  the  aforesaid  Thomas  Groombridge 
likewise  holds  one  piece  of  the  aforesaid  Tenement, 
called  Randolls,  in  length  50  ft.  and  in  breadth 
30  ft.,  being  a  portion  of  a  Burgage,  by  the  rent 
by  the  year  payable  as  above  .  .  .  .02 

“AND  that  the  aforesaid  Thomas  Lyntott  like¬ 
wise  holds  a  certain  Tenement,  being  a  Burgage 
containing  one  messuage,  one  barn,  one  stable,  one 
garden  and  three  acres  of  land,  with  the  appurten¬ 
ances,  late  Bornes,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  payable 
as  above  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .10 

“  AND  that  the  aforesaid  Thomas  Maye  likewise 
holds  one  piece  of  a  garden,  late  parcel  of  the  said 
tenement,  being  a  portion  of  a  Burgage,  by  the 
rent  by  the  year  payable  as  above  .  .  .02 

“  AND  that  the  aforesaid  Robert  Tredcrofte  like¬ 
wise  holds  another  adjoining  piece,  in  length  1 23  ft. 
and  in  breadth  24  ft.,  being  a  portion  of  a  Burgage, 
by  the  rent  by  the  year  as  above  .  .  .03 

“AND  that  John  Ravenscroft,  Gent.,  likewise 
holds  one  messuage  and  garden,  with  the  appurten¬ 
ances,  called  Baldwins,  being  a  portion  of  a  Bur¬ 
gage,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  payable  as  above  .  o  3 
“  AND  that  the  same  John  Ravenscrofte  likewise 
holds  one  garden,  being  a  portion  of  a  Burgage 
called  Apsleys,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  payable,  as 
above  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .03 

“  AND  That  the  aforesaid  Henry  Why  tall  like¬ 
wise  holds  one  messuage,  one  barn  and  one  garden 
with  the  appurtenances  late  Michells  called  Barn- 
house,  being  half  a  Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the 
year  payable  as  above  .  .  .  .  .06 

“  AND  That  the  aforesaid  Thomas  Rowland  like¬ 
wise  holds  one  Croft  of  land,  containing  by  estima¬ 
tion  three  acres,  with  the  appurtenances  called 
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Pollardscroft,  being  one  entire  Burgage  by  the  s.  d. 
rent  by  the  year  .  .  .  .  .  .10 

“AND  That  John  Lyntott,  the  son  and  heir 
of  Richard  Lyntott  deceased,  likewise  holds  one 
croft  of  land  next  to  Beanbridge,  containing  two 
acres  with  the  appurtenances  called  Steedscroft, 
being  half  a  Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  pay¬ 
able  as  above  .  .  .  .  .  .  .06 

“AND  That  Thomas  Woode  likewise  holds  one 
Croft  of  land,  containing  by  estimation  two  acres 
with  the  appurtenances  called  Dennis  Croft,  being 
half  a  Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  payable  as 
above  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .06 

“AND  That  John  Nye  Gent,  holds  to  him  and 
his  heirs  of  the  Lord  of  the  Manor  aforesaid,  in  free 
Burgage,  a  certain  tenement,  being  one  entire 
Burgage  containing  by  estimation  four  acres  of 
land  with  the  appurtenances  in  two  Crofts  called 
Ockendens,  one  having  a  certain  narrow  way 
being  a  wayne  way  leading  from  the  Kings  highway 
thereinto  the  said  Croft,  by  the  rent  by  the  year 
payable  at  the  aforesaid  feast  .  .  .  .10 

“  AND  That  the  same  John  Nye  likewise  holds 
to  him  and  his  heirs  of  the  same  Lord  in  free  Bur¬ 
gage  a  certain  other  tenement,  being  an  entire 
Burgage  containing  one  Messuage,  one  barn,  back¬ 
side  and  garden,  by  estimation  three  acres  of  land 
with  the  appurtenances  called  Grandfords,  by  the 
rent  by  the  year  payable  at  the  same  feast  .  .10 

“  AND  That  Henry  Stone  likewise  holds  to  him 
and  his  heirs  of  the  Lord  aforesaid  one  messuage, 
one  garden  and  backside,  late  Snellings,  being 
half  a  Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  payable 
at  the  same  feast  .  .  .  .  .06 

“  AND  That  William  Grenefield  holds  to  him  and 
his  heirs  of  the  Lord  aforesaid  one  messuage,  barn, 
backside,  garden  and  orchard  with  the  appurten¬ 
ances  called  Ockendens,  late  Snellings,  being  one 
entire  Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  payable  at 
the  same  feast  . 


1  0 
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A  sixteenth  century  Burgage  tenement,  “  Ashleys,”  No.  1  in  East  Street.  Sur¬ 
vey  1611.  The  South-east  corner  of  Park  Street.  Drawn  by  Mr.  George 
Mann  from  a  sketch  by  Mr.  Thomas  Mann. 
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“AND  That  Thomas  Patchinge  likewise  holds  s.  d. 
one  curtilage  enclosed  with  pales,  late  Pennycodes, 
lying  towards  the  aforesaid  Burgage  of  William 
Grenefield  on  the  East  part,  and  to  the  tenement 
of  the  aforesaid  Henry  Stone  on  the  South,  west 
and  north  parts,  the  same  curtilage  being  a  portion 
of  a  Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  at  the  same 
feast  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .02 

“AND  That  John  Pylfould  likewise  holds  one 
messuage  and  garden,  with  the  appurtenances 
called  Snellings,  being  a  portion  of  a  Burgage,  by 
the  rent  by  the  year  at  the  same  feast  .  .04 

“  AND  That  John  Lyntott,  son  and  heir  of 
Richard  Lyntott,  deceased,  holds  to  him  and  his 
heirs  of  the  Lord  aforesaid  in  free  Burgage  a  certain 
messuage  with  a  certain  house  called  the  gaol  house, 
with  the  barns,  backsides,  gardens,  and  twenty 
acres  of  land  with  the  appurtenances  to  the  same 
Messuage  adjoining,  called  Butlers,  sometime  the 
gaol  house  and  land  being  5  Burgages  and  an  half, 
by  the  rent  by  the  year  at  the  same  feast  .  .56 

“  AND  That  John  Pancras  likewise  holds  one 
messuage  and  garden  with  the  appurtenances, 
being  half  a  Burgage,  late  parcel  of  Butlers  afore¬ 
said,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  at  the  same  feast  .  0  6 

‘ 1  East  Street  Ss. 

“  AND  That  the  aforesaid  Henry  Weekyns  holds 
to  him  and  his  heirs  of  the  Lord  of  the  Manor  afore¬ 
said,  in  free  Burgage,  one  messuage,  barn,  backside, 
garden  and  four  acres  of  land  with  the  appurten¬ 
ances  called  Ashleys,  being  two  entire  Burgages, 
by  the  rent  by  the  year  .  .  .  .  .20 

“  AND  That  Beatrix  Constable  likewise  holds  one 
messuage,  backside,  garden  and  orchard,  by  estima¬ 
tion  one  acre  of  land  with  the  appurtenances,  being 
one  entire  Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  at  the 
feast  aforesaid  .  .  .  .  .  .  .10 
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“  AND  That  the  aforesaid  Thomas  Rowland  like-  s.  d. 
wise  holds  one  messuage,  one  barn,  backside  and 
garden  formerly  Bishops  and  late  Seales,  being 
two  Burgages,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  at  the  feast 
aforesaid  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .20 

“AND  That  John  Bennet  likewise  holds  one 
messuage,  backside,  and  garden  with  the  appur¬ 
tenances,  late  Broadbridge’s,  being  a  portion  of  a 
Burgage,  by  the  rent  therefore  by  the  year  at  the 
feast  aforesaid  .  .  .  .  .  .  .04 

“  AND  That  Thomas  Patchinge,  the  son  and  heir 
of  Thomas  Patchinge,  deceased,  likewise  holds  two 
acres  of  land  with  the  appurtenances,  late  Potters, 
being  two  Burgages,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  at  the 
same  feast  .  .  .  .  .  ..  .20 

“  AND  That  the  aforesaid  Thomas  Rowland  like¬ 
wise  holds  one  meadow,  containing  by  estimation 
seven  acres  with  the  appurtenances,  formerly  the 
aforesaid  Bishops  and  late  Seales  aforesaid,  being 
six  entire  Burgages,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  at  the 
same  feast  .  .  .  .  .  .  .60 

“AND  That  the  aforesaid  Edward  Parkhurst  and 
Richard  Whyte  likewise  hold  jointly  one  croft 
containing  by  estimation  two  acres  of  land  with 
the  appurtenances,  late  Ellyotts,  being  two  entire 
Burgages,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  at  the  same 
feast  .  .  .  .  •  •  •  .20 

“AND  That  the  same  Edward  Parkhurst  and 
Elizabeth  his  wife,  in  right  of  her,  the  said  Eliza¬ 
beth,  hold  to  them  and  the  heirs  of  her,  the  said 
Elizabeth,  of  the  Lord  aforesaid  in  free  Burgage 
one  messuage,  one  barn,  and  three  acres  of  land, 
with  the  appurtenances,  late  Andrew  Robysons, 
being  three  entire  Burgages,  by  the  rent  by  the 
year  payable  at  the  same  feast  .  .  .  .36 

“  AND  That  the  same  Edward  Parkhurst  and 
Elizabeth  likewise  hold  one  toft  and  one  garden 
with  the  appurtenances,  late  Patchings,  being  half 
a  Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  at  the  same 
feast  ....•••• 
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“  AND  That  the  same  Edward  holds  one  croft  of  s.  d. 
land,  containing  by  estimation  two  acres  with  the 
appurtenances,  called  Hollandscroft,  being  one 
entire  Burgage,  by  the  rent  .  .  .  .10 

“  South  Street  Ss. 

“AND  That  Thomas  Sheppard  Gent,  and  Mary 
his  wife,  in  right  of  her,  the  said  Mary,  hold  to  them 
and  to  the  heirs  of  her,  the  said  Mary,  of  the  Lord 
aforesaid  in  free  Burgage  one  messuage,  one  barn, 
one  garden,  and  one  orchard  with  the  appurten¬ 
ances,  being  a  portion  of  a  Burgage,  by  the  rent  by 
the  year  payable  at  the  same  feast  .  .  .04 

“  AND  That  the  aforesaid  John  Wood  holds  to 
him  and  his  heirs,  of  the  Lord  of  the  Manor  afore¬ 
said,  in  free  Burgage,  one  messuage,  one  barn, 
one  garden,  and  one  orchard,  with  the  appurten¬ 
ances,  formerly  Potters,  being  a  portion  of  a  Bur¬ 
gage,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  payable  as  above  .  o  3 
“  AND  That  Thomas  Hurst  and  Elizabeth  his 
wife,  in  right  of  her,  the  said  Elizabeth,  hold  to 
them  and  the  heirs  of  her,  the  said  Elizabeth,  of  the 
Lord  aforesaid,  in  free  Burgage,  one  messuage, 
lately  built  and  garden  to  the  same  adjoining, 
with  the  appurtenances,  formerly  Bishops,  and 
late  Turners,  being  a  portion  of  a  Burgage,  by  the 
rent  by  the  year  payable  as  above  .  .  .02 

“  AND  That  the  aforesaid  Edward  Parkhurst 
and  Elizabeth  his  wife  likewise  hold  one  messuage, 
one  horse  mill,  and  garden,  with  the  appurten¬ 
ances,  being  half  a  Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the 
year  payable  as  aforesaid  .  .  .  .06 

“  AND  That  William  Coe  holds  to  him  and  his 
heirs  of  the  Lord  aforesaid,  in  free  Burgage,  one 
messuage  with  a  backside  and  garden  adjoining, 
late  Foremans,  and  formerly  Foyces,  being  a  por¬ 
tion  of  a  Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  payable 
as  above  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .04 

“  AND  That  the  aforesaid  Edward  Parkhurst 
and  Elizabeth  his  wife  in  right  of  her,  the  said  Eliza- 
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beth,  hold  to  them  and  the  heirs  of  her,  the  said  s.  d. 
Elizabeth,  of  the  Lord  aforesaid,  in  free  Burgage, 
one  messuage  with  a  Backside  and  garden  adjoin¬ 
ing,  being  half  a  Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the  year 
payable  as  above  .  .  .  .  .  .06 

“  AND  That  Henry  Patchinge  holds  to  him  and 
his  heirs  of  the  Lord  aforesaid,  in  free  Burgage,  one 
messuage  and  one  garden  and  one  orchard,  with 
the  appurtenances,  being  half  a  Burgage,  late 
Hadmans,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  payable  at  the 
same  feast  .  .  .  .  .  .  .06 

“  AND  That  the  aforesaid  John  Ravenscroft 
holds  to  him  and  his  heirs,  of  the  Lord  aforesaid,  in 
free  Burgage,  one  messuage,  with  buildings,  barns, 
stables,  backsides,  gardens,  orchards,  and  one  acre 
and  an  half  of  land,  with  the  appurtenances,  late 
Nutlyes,  being  one  entire  Burgage  and  an  half  of 
one  Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  payable  as 
above  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .16 

“AND  That  Rowland  Wood  likewise  holds  one 
messuage,  with  a  backside,  garden,  orchard,  and 
one  croft  of  land,  containing  two  acres  adjoining, 
with  the  appurtenances,  being  one  entire  Burgage, 
by  the  rent  by  the  year  payable  at  the  same  feast  1  o 
“AND  That  the  aforesaid  Ralph  Coote  likewise 
holds  one  messuage,  with  a  backside  and  garden 
adjoining,  with  the  appurtenances  being  half  a 
Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  payable  at  the 
same  feast  ..••••• 

“AND  That  the  aforesaid  Henry  Feest  likewise 
holds  one  messuage,  with  a  backside  and  garden 
adjoining,  with  the  appurtenances,  being  half  a 
Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  payable  at  the 

same  feast  .•••••• 

“  AND  that  Arthur  Woodgate  likewise  holds  one 
messuage,  with  a  barn,  backside  and  garden  to 
the  same  adjoining,  with  the  appurtenances,  late 
Allens,  and  formerly  Holbrookes,  being  one  entire 
Burgage, ^by  the  rent  by  the  year  payable  at  the 
same  feast  •  •••••• 


o 
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“North  Street  Ss. 

“  AND  That  James  Veraye  and  Dyonisia  his  wife  s.  d. 
one  of  the  sisters  and  coheiress  of  John  Jenner 
deceased,  in  right  of  her,  the  said  Dyonisia,  hold 
to  them  and  the  heirs  of  Dyonisia  one  messuage, 
with  a  backside  garden  and  two  shops  to  the  same 
adjoining,  with  the  appurtenances,  being  half  a 
Burgage,  by  the  rent  therefore  by  the  year  at  the 
same  feast  payable  .  .  .  .  .  .06 

“AND  That  the  aforesaid  James  and  Dyonisia 
likewise  hold  one  messuage,  one  horsemill,  with  a 
backside  and  garden  adjoining,  with  the  appurten¬ 
ances,  being  a  Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the  year  .  1  o 

“  AND  That  the  aforesaid  Thomas  Smythe  and 
Elizabeth  his  wife,  another  sister  and  coheiress  of 
the  said  John  Jenner,  in  the  right  of  her,  the  said 
Elizabeth,  likewise  hold  one  messuage,  with  a 
barn,  backside  and  garden  adjoining,  with  the 
appurtenances,  called  the  Chequer,  being  one 
entire  Burgage  and  a  half,  by  the  rent  therefore 
by  the  year  payable  at  the  same  feast  .  .16 

“AND  That  Richard  Heyborne  holds  to  him 
and  his  heir  of  the  Lord  aforesaid,  in  free  burg¬ 
age,  one  messuage,  with  a  backside  and  garden 
adjoining,  with  the  appurtenances,  late  Bookers, 
being  half  a  Burgage,  by  the  rent  therefore  by  the 
year  payable  at  the  same  feast  .  .  .  .06 

“AND  that  the  aforesaid  William  Slater  the  elder 
likewise  holds  one  messuage,  with  barns,  stables, 
backside  garden,  orchard  and  four  acres  of  land 
to  the  same  adjoining,  with  the  appurtenances 
called  the  George  late  Bottings,  being  two  Bur¬ 
gages  and  half  a  Burgage,  by  the  rent  by  the  year 
payable  at  the  same  feast  .  .  .  .  .26 

“  AND  That  the  aforesaid  John  Lyntott  likewise 
holds  one  messuage,  a  house  called  a  Brewhouse, 
with  a  backside,  garden  and  orchard,  with  the 
appurtenances  called  Cockmans,  late  Ingrams, 
being  one  entire  Burgage,  by  the  rent  therefore  by 
the  year  payable  at  the  aforesaid  feast  .  .10” 


Peter  Osbourn,  M.P.  Horsham, 
1562-1563. 


Sir  John  Doddridge,  M.P.  Horsham, 
1603-1611. 


Sir  Dudley  North,  afterwards  fourth  Baron  North, 
M.P.  Horsham,  1627-1628. 
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From  the  statement  in  the  Survey  that  “  Anne  Woode, 
widow,  holds  for  the  term  of  her  life — one  entire  Burgage 
called  Randoll’s  ”  it  might  be  inferred  that  women  holders 
of  Burgage  property  possessed  votes  ;  but  such  inference 
would  be  wrong.  Women  Burgage  holders  could  not  use  the 
votes,  but  they  could  transfer  the  right  to  vote  attached  to 
their  properties  to  their  husbands  or  sons,  or  to  any  man 
possessed  of  the  other  qualifications  made  necessary  by  the 
usage  in  the  particular  Borough  in  which  the  transfer  was 
made.1  The  right  to  vote  would  be  suspended  by  the  pos¬ 
session  of  the  qualifying  property  by  a  woman  and  could  be 
suspended  by  other  means,  but  it  could  not  be  destroyed. 

The  Survey  shows  that  the  Burgage  property  was  widely 
and  fairly  evenly  distributed  among  the  Burgesses,  and  we 
have  found  no  reason  to  suppose  that  as  yet  the  Burgesses 
had  been  disturbed  in  the  possession  and  enjoyment  of  their 
holdings  by  any  Electoral  pressure  or  Parliamentary  con¬ 
siderations.  The  division  of  some  Burgages  into  small  por¬ 
tions,  even  so  small  as  two  pennyworth  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  aggregation  of  others  into  groups  of  five  or  six  on  the 
other  hand,  may  be  presumed  to  be  but  the  results  of  ordinary 
dealings  in  properties.  It  must  be  remembered  that  the 
amount  of  Burgage  rent  paid  at  this  time  is  no  criterion  as  to 
the  real  value  of  the  property,  however  it  may  have  been 
originally.  It  is  manifest  that  a  shilling  Burgage  tenement 
in  the  “  Scarfolkes,”  2  or  near  the  Market  house,  had  become 
of  much  greater  real  value  than  one  lying,  for  instance,  at 
the  North  end  of  the  Borough,  part  of  a  field  in  what  is  now 
known  as  Horsham  Park,  or  one  lying  at  the  extreme  south 
of  the  Borough  adjoining  the  river,  to  say  nothing  of  the 
differences  in  values  of  buildings  that  might  have  been 
erected  on  them  ;  for  whilst  the  amount  of  rent  per- Burgage 
paid  to  the  Lord  remained  the  same  through  the  centuries 
from  the  first  payment  to  the  last,  during  which  time  the 
amount,  one  shilling,  declined  from  a  considerable  value  to  a 
mere  nominal  figure,  the  actual  value  of  all  property,  Bur¬ 
gage  and  non-Burgage  alike,  increased  enormously  by  the 
application  of  economic  rent  and  from  other  causes. 

1  Porritt,  “  The  Unreformed  House  of  Commons,  p.  4°- 

2  Carfax. 
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Subsequent  surveys  and  rentals  were  made  in  1650,  1686, 
1720,  and  1723,  and  from  this  last  year,  in  almost  every  other 
year  until  1754,  since  when  there  appears  to  have  been  no 
survey  or  rental — for  reasons  which  will  appear  later — lists  of 
Burgesses  only  were  made.  An  examination  of  these  rentals 
and  lists  will  show  inevitable  changes  of  tenancies  wrought 
by  deaths  and  removals,  very  considerable  variations  in  the 
total  rentals,  and  still  greater  variations  in  the  numbers  of 
tenants. 


Rents. 

Anciently 

52 

Tenants 

•  £2 

12 

0 

1 61 1  rental  . 

54 

77 

.  2 

12 

0 

1650  „  . 

48 

77 

.  2 

12 

8 

1686  „  . 

68 

77 

.  2 

15 

10 

1720  „  . 

69 

77 

.  2 

19 

8 

1723  list 

63 

77 

1723  another  list 

65 

77 

1725  rental  . 

69 

77 

.  2 

13 

8 

1733  „  • 

69 

77 

.  2 

13 

1 

1734  list 

66 

77 

1735  rental  . 

67 

77 

.  2 

11 

10 

1738  „  . 

77 

77 

.  2 

12 

10 

1739  „  • 

66 

77 

.  2 

11 

7 

1743  „  . 

69 

77 

.  2 

19 

1 

1745  „  . 

69 

77 

.  2 

19 

1 

1749  „  • 

81 

77 

.  2 

11 

10 

1750  „  . 

81 

77 

.  2 

11 

10 

1750  another  rental 

85 

77 

.  2 

12 

4 

1751  rental  . 

81 

77 

:  2 

11 

10 

1754  „  . 

81 

77 

.  2 

11 

10 

1758  list 

69 

77 

1759  „ 

81 

77 

I7<50  „ 

81 

77 

I76i  „ 

54 

77 

1762  „ 

62 

77 

1771  „ 

66 

7  7 

1772  „ 

53 

77 

1773  „ 

55 

77 

1778  „ 

. 

48 

77 
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1779  list  '  . 

.  78 

Tenants 

1780  „ 

•  76 

y> 

hH 

00 

HH 

•  74 

n 

1782  „ 

•  72 

j> 

1783  „ 

•  74 

n 

1786  „ 

•  75 

>> 

Rents. 


These  tenants  held  Burgages  and  portions  of  Burgages, 
really  or  nominally  varying  in  amounts  of  rents  from  the 
highest,  eight  shillings  and  sixpence,  to  the  lowest,  one  penny. 


CHAPTER  III. 


Members  Renounce  Wages— The  Demand  for  Seats — Earliest  Con¬ 
tested  Election — Corrupt  Practices — The  1715  General  Election 
— Tories  Returned — Petition  by  Whigs — Tories  Unseated — Tory 
Agent  Imprisoned. 

At  the  beginning  of  the  seventeenth  century  the  Act  of  1323, 
like  that  of  1413,  had  also  become  a  dead  letter.  Payments 
to  Members  under  this  Act  were  made  upon  the  dissolutions 
of  Parliaments  by  writs  issued  at  the  request  of  those  who 
had  served  ;  and  payments  were  so  made  up  to  the  end  of  the 
reign  of  Henry  VIII.,  after  which  time  they  appear  to  have 
been  made  voluntarily  by  Constituencies.1  As  the  century 
advanced  and  the  prosperity  of  the  aristocracy  and  the  rising 
merchant  class  increased,  renunciation  by  Members  of  Par¬ 
liament  of  these  payments  became  general  all  over  England. 
The  receipt  of  this  statutory  stipend,  originally  a  more  or 
less  adequate  maintenance,  but  now  a  mere  unimportant  sum 
of  money  to  these  rich  people  from  small  groups  of  compara¬ 
tively  poor  Burgesses  for  representing  them,  was  incom¬ 
patible  with  the  generous  distribution  of  public  gifts  by  the 
Members  to  their  Constituencies  ;  here  a  new  bridge  ;  there 
a  new  paving  of  the  town,  or  what  not,  to  say  nothing  at 
present  of  bribes  in  money  or  kind  to  private  individual  voters. 
By  such  positive  largess  did  the  wealthy  families  endeavour 
to  get  a  secure  hold  upon  the  Borough  seats,  and  the  con¬ 
tinued  acceptance  of  such  “  wages  ”  could  but  have  dimmed 
the  splendour  of  their  generosity  without  obscuring  its  object. 

Pepys,  in  his  diary,2  writes  :  “  At  dinner  with  Pem¬ 
berton  North  Etc.,  had  a  good  discourse  about  Parlia¬ 
ment,  but  all  concluded  the  bane  of  the  Parliament  hath 

1  Barnett  Smith,  “  History  of  the  British  Parliament,”  Vol.  i.,  p.  176. 

2  30th  March  1668. 
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been  the  leaving  off  the  old  custom  of  the  places  allow¬ 
ing  wages  to  those  that  serve  them  ;  by  which  they  chose 
men  that  understood  their  business  and  would  attend  to 
it,  and  then  could  expect  an  account  ;  but  now  they 
cannot  and  so  Parliament  is  become  a  company  of  men 
unable  to  give  account  for  the  interest  of  the  place  they 
serve  for.” 

We  have  found  no  record  of  payment  of  Members  by  the 
Horsham  Corporation  ;  there  is  no  mention  of  any  such  pay¬ 
ment  in  the  Court  Leet  records  from  1622  to  1633,  but  in  the 
year  1678  Anthony  Eversfield  and  John  Michell,  Esquires, 
were  returned  Members  for  the  Borough,  and  we  have  on  the 
day  of  their  Return  their  renunciation  of  all  claim  upon  the 
Bailiffs  and  Burgesses  for  payment  of  wages  for  their  services. 
We  give  a  copy  of  their  Return  and  their  renunciation  : — 1 

“  This  Indenture  made  the  seaventeenth  day  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  in  the  one  and  Thirtieth  yeare  of  the  Raigne  of 
our  Soveraigne  Lord  Charles  the  second  by  the  Grace  of 
God  Kinge  of  England  Scotland  France  and  Ireland 
Defender  of  the  Faith  &c,  in  the  year  of  Our  Lord  1678 
Betweene  Henry  Waller  and  Phillip  Chasemer  Bayliffes 
of  the  Burrough  of  Horsham  in  the  County  of  Sussex 
and  Nicholas  Best  gent.  Edward  Parkehurst  gent.  John 
Lintott  gent.  John  Roberts  gent.  John  Higgambottom 
gent.  Arthur  Rowland  Michael  Woodgate  Robert  Hall 
Edward  Booker  John  Booker  William  Weller  Richard 
King  Richard  Hedger  James  Pilfold  Robert  Wood  John 
Waterton  John  Pike  William  Daniell  Richard  Hobbs 
John  Eade  John  Person  Burgesses  of  the  said  Burrough 
of  the  one  parte  and  Thomas  Smith  Esqr.  Sheriffe  of  the 
County  of  Sussex  aforesaid  of  the  other  parte  Wit-nesseth 
that  by  virtue  of  a  warrant  or  Precept  unto  the  Bayliffs 
and  Burgesses  of  the  said  Burrough  of  Horsham  from  the 
said  Sheriffe  under  his  seale  of  office  directed  for  the 
electing  and  chooseing  of  two  discreet  Burgesses  of  the 
said  Burrough  to  be  at  his  Maties  ParlianT  ordayned  by 
his  said  Matie  with  the  advice  of  his  Counsell  to  be 
holden  at  the  Citty  of  Westminster  the  sixt  day  of 

1  “  Parliamentary  Writs  and  Returns,”  Bundle  57,  1678-9. 
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March  now  next  coming  the  said  Bayliffes  and  Burgesses 
of  the  said  Burrough  have  made  choyce  and  eleccon  of 
Anthony  Eversfield  Esqr.  and  John  Michell  Esqr.  to  be 
the  Burgesses  for  the  said  Burrough  of  Horsham  to  attend 
at  the  said  Parliarrff  according  to  the  tenor  of  the  said 
warrant  in  that  behalfe  directed  who  for  themselves  and 
the  whole  Comonalty  of  the  said  Burrough  have  full 
power  to  doe  and  consent  unto  such  things  in  the  said 
Parliam*  as  shall  then  and  there  by  Comon  Counsell  and 
consent  happen  to  be  ordayned  touching  the  great  affaires 
of  this  Realme  of  England.  In  Witness  whereof  to  the 
one  parte  of  these  Indentures  remaineing  with  the  said 
Sheriffe  the  said  Bayliffes  and  Burgesses  their  hands  have 
sett  and  the  Comon  seale  of  the  said  Burrough  have 
caused  to  be  putt.  And  to  the  other  parte  thereof  re¬ 
maineing  with  the  said  Bayliffes  and  Burgesses  the  said 
Sheriffe  hath  caused  to  be  sett  his  seale  of  Office  the 
day  and  yeare  first  above  written.” 

“  Whereas  we,  Anthony  Eversfield  Esq.  and  John 
Michell  Esq.,  have  been  this  day  elected  as  Burgesses 
for  the  Borough  of  Horsham  in  the  County  of  Sussex 
to  sit  in  Parliament.  We,  the  said  Anthony  Eversfield 
and  John  Michell,  doe  promise  and  agree  for  ourselves 
and  heirs  with  the  said  Corporacion  that  we,  the  said 
Anthony  Eversfield  and  John  Michell,  will  freely  acquit 
and  discharge  the  said  Corporacion  from  all  wages  what¬ 
soever  which  may  arise  and  become  due  from  the  said 
Corporacion  by  reason  of  the  said  election.  In  witness 
whereof  we  have  hereunto  set  our  hands  this  seventeenth 
day  of  February  in  the  one  and  thirtieth  year  of  his 
Majestie’s  reign  that  now  is  etc.  anno  domini  1678. 

“  Witness  Anthony  Eversfield. 

John  Middleton.  John  Michell.”  1 

Henry  Sheppard. 

1  In  the  Parliamentary  lists  given  in  Cartwright’s  “  Rape  of  Bramber,” 
Horsfield’s  “  History  of  Sussex,”  and  Miss  Hurst’s  “  History  of  Horsham,” 
the  name  given  in  the  Return  for  1678,  and  several  subsequent  Returns,  is  John 
Machell.  In  Cobbett’s  “  Parliamentary  History”  the  name  in  these  Returns 
is  given  as  John  Mitchell.  An  examination  of  the  original  Returns  at  the 
Record  Office  gives  John  Michell  in  1678  and  John  Machell  afterwards.  In 
1680-1  John  Michell  and  John  Machell  were  returned  together. 


THE  DEMAND  FOR  SEATS 


35 


This  renunciation  has  been  regarded  by  many  as  merely 
an  act  of  kindliness  on  the  part  of  the  Members  in  relieving 
the  Burgesses  of  the  duty  of  finding  financial  support  as  had 
been  necessary  in  the  cases  of  poorer  yeomen,  husbandmen, 
or  tradesmen  representatives ;  but  it  has  been  generally 
recognised  that  in  ceasing  to  pay  their  Members  wages,  the 
Constituencies  lost  control  over  them.  At  Horsham  this 
agreement  appears  as  the  first  operation  of  political  considera¬ 
tion  (perhaps  it  may  be  said  pressure)  upon  the  Corporation 
and  part  of  the  long  and  dubious  process  by  which  the  poli¬ 
tical  status  of  the  Borough  was  reduced  from  independence 
to  subserviency.  It  is  perhaps  not  an  extravagant  conjec¬ 
ture  to  associate  the  erection  of  a  new  Town  Hall,  or  Market 
House  as  it  was  called  at  Horsham  (which  traditionally  is 
credited  about  this  time  to  the  Eversfield  family)  with  the 
acquisition  by  that  family  of  the  first  known  political  domina¬ 
tion  of,  or  at  least  undue  influence  in,  the  Borough  of  Horsham.1 

The  demand  for  seats  in  the  House  of  Commons  generally 
throughout  the  country  was  now  greater  than  at  any  time 
previous.  There  was  a  greater  number  of  candidates  than 
seats,  and  it  was  obvious,  from  their  carelessness  as  to 
the  whereabouts  of  their  seats,  that  many  of  them  were 
anxious  to  get  into  Parliament  not  so  much  for  the  benefit 
of  their  Constituencies  as  for  the  purpose  of  grinding  their 
own  axes.  Kings,  too,  had  their  axes  to  grind,  and  used 
Borough  Constituencies  for  that  purpose,  and,  as  is  seen  from 
the  following  letter,  selected  the  most  propitious  times  for 
General  Elections  in  order  to  obtain  Parliaments  favourable 
to  their  purposes.  On  the  Jth  September  1695,  Charles 
Montague,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  William  III.,  and 
afterwards  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  writes  to  John  Machell 
Esq.  of  Hills,  one  of  the  Members  for  the  Borough  of  Hors¬ 
ham  :  “  I  would  not  be  wanting  in  giving  you  notice,  as 
soon  as  I  was  certain  of  it  that  the  King  was  resolved  to  call 
a  new  Parliament  at  his  return,  and  to  desire  you  would  take 
care  of  your  Borough.  I  hope  the  good  success  in  Flanders 
will  be  a  good  preparation  for  a  new  Election.”  2 

1  Charles  Eversfield  was  concerned  with  Lord  Irwin  and  the  Bailiffs  and 
Burgesses  in  a  scheme  for  paving  the  Town  in  1726. 

2“  Historical  Manuscripts  Commission,”  Vol.  VIII.,  p.  80. 
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Of  the  two  hundred  and  three  Boroughs  in  England 
sending  members  to  Parliament  at  this  time,  sixty-two  were 
Freeman  Boroughs,  fifty-two  were  Scot  and  Lot  Boroughs, 
forty-three  were  Corporation  Boroughs,  and  thirty-nine,  in¬ 
cluding  Horsham,  were  Burgage-tenure  Boroughs.1  These 
Burgage-tenure  Boroughs  not  only  formed  the  smallest  of  the 
four  groups,  but  they  also  consisted  of  the  smallest  Electorates  ; 
further,  by  this  reason  they  were  the  easiest  of  manipulation 
and  corruption  by  the  landed  aristocracy,  into  whose  hands 
they  most  quickly  and  completely  fell  ;  and  they  contributed 
most  to  the  duties  thrown  upon  Committees  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  trying  disputed  election  petitions  against  undue 
and  unjust  Returns  to  Parliament. 

The  new  colour  put  upon  Borough  representation,  shown 
by  the  pressure  for  seats,  was  in  due  course  reflected  in  the 
Horsham  Courts  Baron  and  Courts  Leet.  The  business  of 
these  Courts,  originally  formed  in  the  interests  of  the  Lord 
and  his  tenants,  and  for  the  administration  of  local  govern¬ 
ment  and  justice,  was  gradually  subordinated  to  Parliamen¬ 
tary  considerations.  The  rolls  of  the  Court  Baron,  instead  of 
remaining  mere  placid  records  of  the  descent  and  transfer  of 
Manorial  property  and  of  dues  and  fealties  paid  to  the  Lord, 
of  no  political  significance  whatever,  were  recognised  as  the 
voters’  register.  Those  particular  spots  of  land  which  in¬ 
herently  transferred  their  owners’  names  to  the  Court  rolls 
were  now  seen  to  possess  a  special  potency.  Alterations  and 
conveyances  of  Burgage  properties,  which  hitherto  had 
attracted  no  attention  except  from  those  immediately  con¬ 
cerned  with  them  as  ordinary  business  transactions,  developed 
into  gross  traffickings  in  Parliamentary  influence,  and  were 
sharply  looked  into  from  a  position  very  far  removed  from 
that  of  the  original  genuine  Burgess,  who  independently  held 
his  house  or  land  with  his  Corporation  and  Parliamentary 
franchises. 

W 

In  1696  an  Act  of  Parliament  (7  &  8  William  III.), 
called  the  “  Splitting  Act  ”  was  passed  which,  inter  alia, 
enacted  that : — 


1  Porritt,  “  The  Unreformed  House  of  Commons,”  p.  30. 
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“  All  conveyances  of  any  messuages,  lands,  tenements 
or  hereditaments  in  any  County,  City,  Burrough,  Town, 
Corporate  port  or  place,  in  order  to  multiply  votes  or  to 
split  and  divide  the  interest  in  any  houses  or  lands  among 
several  persons  to  enable  them  to  vote  at  an  election  of 
Members  to  serve  in  Parliament,  are  hereby  declared  to 
be  void  and  of  none  effect  and  that  no  more  than  one 
single  voice  shall  be  admitted  for  one  and  the  same  house 
and  tenement.” 

It  will  be  well  to  bear  this  “  splitting  ”  Act  in  mind,  for  it 
will  be  seen  later  how  stoutly  and  successfully  it  was  flouted 
and  opposed  by  those  who  upheld  at  Horsham  lex  loci 
against  Parliamentary  Law,  and  maintained  in  the  face  of 
the  House  of  Commons  that  the  law  of  the  place  was  in  fact 
the  law  of  the  land. 

As  Horsham  grew  in  population,  wealth,  and  importance, 
one  might  expect,  reasoning  from  modern  times,  to  find 
a  corresponding  extension  of  the  Parliamentary  suffrage. 
There  was  no  increase  by  Statute  Law,  no  increase  of  whole 
Burgages  from  the  first  Election  in  1295  to  the  Reform  Act 
of  1832  ;  but  in  1686,  by  the  application  of  local  usage  by 
carving  out  portions  of  the  one  shilling  Burgages  and  granting 
them  to  new  tenants,  the  number  of  holdings  had  increased 
to  sixty-eight.  These  new  tenants  were  duly  presented  at 
the  next  following  Court  Baron,  their  names  were  entered  on 
the  Roll,  and,  ipso  facto,  through  the  acquisition  of  particular 
property,  perhaps  of  but  little  material  value,  they  became 
entitled  to  the  Parliamentary,  as  well  as  the  Corporation 
franchise  ;  whilst  others  who  acquired  more  valuable  but  not 
Burgage  tenure  property,  no  matter  how  large  the  area  of 
land  or  how  fine  the  house  in  the  Borough,  had  no -vote  for 
the  Borough.  These  latter  were  subject  to  the  Court  Leet 
in  matters  of  local  government,  and  to  the  Court  Portmot  in 
matters  of  debt  and  dispute  ;  but  they  were  not  recognised 
at  the  Lord’s  Court  Baron  and  could  not  get  their  names  on 
the  Burgess  Roll. 

Indeed,  the  Burgess  Roll  was  now  jealously  guarded  by 
those  whose  names  were  upon  it,  and  it  was  more  carefully  kept 
than  the  register  of  Burgage  property.  With  the  transition 
from  boredom  to  popularity  of  Parliamentary  representation, 
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when  the  occupation  of  Horsham’s  seats  ceased  to  be  a 
nuisance  to  be  avoided,  and  was  regarded  as  an  honour  to 
be  sought  (more  especially  from  about  1697  to  1714)  Courts 
Baron  were  frequently  held  ;  residents  and  mon-residents 
crowded  for  admission,  and  the  reason  why  we  do  not  conse¬ 
quently  find  a  large  increase  in  the  number  of  Burgesses  is 
that  those  who  got  on  the  roll  immediately  became  interested 
in  confining  its  advantages  to  as  few  as  possible  and  in  getting 
and  keeping  others  off. 

“  It  is  not  difficult  to  imagine  these  people  indulging  in 
the  question  ‘  How  can  we  help  our  friends.’  The  answer 
is  simple.  As  the  Burgess  Roll  is  for  calling  over  the 
Burgesses’  names  at  an  Election,  if  a  Burgess’  name  be 
not  on  the  Roll  he  cannot  be  called,  therefore  we  will 
keep  all  the  undesirable  names  that  we  can  off  the  Roll 
and  they  will  not  be  permitted  to  vote  ;  accordingly, 
a  Fraudulent  Roll  is  fabricated,  brought  to  the  Election 
and  called  over  ;  and  when  a  person  who  has  a  good  title 
to  his  Burgage  makes  his  claim  he  is  denied  his  vote 
because  his  name  is  not  on  the  roll.”  1 

Until  recently  Horsham  votes  were  indigenous  to  Horsham 
soil ;  they  throve  upon  honest,  if  indifferent,  usage,  but  now 
skilful  and  unscrupulous  sharp  practice  had  begun  to  deprive 
them  of  their  natural  sustenance  and  to  reduce  them  to  mere 
sheets  of  parchment.  Some  of  the  Burgesses,  careless,  and 
perhaps  contemptuous  of  the  rival  claims  of  the  two  great 
political  parties,  Whigs  and  Tories,  which  now  divided  the 
country,  sold  their  votes  to  Party  zealots.  Whilst  they  took 
care  not  to  part  from  the  substance  of  their  properties,  not 
giving  up  their  rights  as  Landlords,  and  not  omitting  to 
collect  their  rents  from  the  occupiers,  they  issued  false  title- 
deeds  to  their  properties  for  the  purpose  of  creating  or  trans¬ 
ferring  votes  to  third  persons,  who  by  these  deeds  became 
pretended  owners,  but  were  really  complete  shams  with  no 
real  connection  whatever  with  the  properties  for  which  they 
were  given  votes  ;  they  never  pretended  to  pay  the  purchase 
prices  mentioned  in  the  deeds,  and,  as  soon  as  they  had  given 
their  votes,  were  under  an  obligation  to  give  back  the  deeds. 


1  Contemporary  MS. 


* 

' 


- 


. 

i  ■  ' 


■ 

. 

. 


< 

John  Machell,  of  Hills,  Horsham, 
M.P.  Horsham,  1681-1701. 


Mrs.  Machell,  daughter  of  Sir  John  Corry. 


Hills  Mansion,  Horsham,  built  circa  1654-1670,  pulled  down  1819. 
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Curiously  enough,  to  the  lay  mind  these  deeds  purported  to 
convey  great  material  benefits,  i.e.  the  real  properties,  which 
they  did  neither  really,  nor  were  they  intended  to,  convey ; 
and  they  said  nothing  of  the  votes  which  alone  they  did  actu¬ 
ally,  and  were  meant  to,  convey.  These  third  persons  were 
known  as  “  occasional  ”  or  “  faggot  ”  voters  ;  the  bogus 
deeds  by  right  of  which  they  voted  were  called  “  snatch 
papers  ”  ;  and  the  houses  (if  houses,  not  land  only)  to  which 
the  deeds  referred  were  called  “  vote  houses.” 

This  dishonest  tampering  with  time-honoured  procedure, 
these  artificial  changes  in  tenancies  for  political  purposes  and 
the  subjection  of  the  Court  Baron  to  these  purposes,  led,  as 
will  be  seen,  to  such  complications  and  wranglings  as  were 
never  composed  even  by  the  help  of  the  most  learned  elec¬ 
tioneering  experts  and  were  only  quiescent  at  those  several 
periods  when  the  majority  of  the  Burgage  properties  were  in 
the  undisputed  possession  of  some  great  landowner  to  the 
political  extinguishment  of  the  independent  Burgesses.  They 
were  not  finally  settled  until  the  fresh  wind  of  the  great 
Reform  Act  of  1832  swept  them  clean  away. 

From  1678,  when  as  yet  the  differences  of  political  parties 
had  not  developed  into  a  definite  cleavage  between  the  Whigs 
and  Tories,  to  the  end  of  the  century  the  amicable  arrange¬ 
ment  between  the  Members  and  the  Corporation  seems  to 
have  held.  Under  what,  if  any,  further  agreement  the 
Borough  was  represented  we  have  been  unable  to  ascertain  ; 
but  by  the  beginning  of  the  eighteenth  century,  when  William 
III.  had  formed  his  first  Whig  ministry,  there  are  indications 
of  that  party  feeling  which,  at  the  Election  on  the  accession 
of  George  I.,  rose  to  great  strength. 

On  the  22nd  November  1701  the  first  contested  Election, 
so  far  as  is  known,  took  place  at  Horsham,1  when  fhe  irregu¬ 
larities  and  gerrymandering  that  had  been  practised  at  the 
Courts  Baron  and  Courts  Leet  were  extended  to  the  Hustings. 
There  were  three  candidates  for  the  two  seats  : — Henry  Yates, 
Henry  Cowper,  and  John  Wicker,  Esquires  ;  Henry  Yates  at 
the  time  of  this  Election  was  forty-two  years  of  age  and  lived 

1  In  a  document  dated  1715  at  Norfolk  House  it  is  stated,  with  reference  to 
this  election  :  “  Note.  There  never  having  been  any  contest  in  this  Borough,” 
etc. 
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at  Warnham  ;  Henry  Cowper  was  fifty-seven  years  of  age  and 
lived  at  Strood,  Slinfold  ;  John  Wicker  was  about  thirty 
years  of  age  and  lived  at  Horsham  Park,  which  was  named 
“  Cockmans  ”  in  the  Survey  of  1611. 

Fifty-one  Burgesses  voted  at  this  Election  as  follows  : — 
Names  upon  the  poll : — 


For  Henry  Yates  Esq.  : — 


I. 

John  Machin. 

19. 

Richard  Curtis. 

2. 

Nicholas  Best. 

20. 

John  Harriott. 

3- 

Thomas  White. 

21. 

William  Chambers. 

4- 

Matthew  White. 

22. 

John  Watterton. 

5- 

Nathaniel  Sturt. 

23- 

Robert  Weller. 

6. 

Robert  Coe. 

24. 

Samuel  Caffyn. 

7- 

James  Baker. 

25- 

Samuel  Bryant. 

8. 

Robert  Hall. 

26. 

John  Flunt. 

9- 

Richard  Lintott. 

27. 

William  Osmer. 

10. 

Arthur  Rowland. 

28. 

William  Angell. 

n. 

Richard  Lutkin. 

29. 

Edward  Burnell. 

12. 

John  Hargrave. 

30. 

John  Harmann. 

13- 

Phillip  Mitchell. 

3i- 

Walter  Shaw. 

14- 

Richard  Pilfold. 

32. 

Thomas  Harfey. 

i5- 

James  Pilfold. 

33- 

John  Sanders. 

1 6. 

John  Somersett. 

34- 

Robert  Hedger. 

I7- 

John  Ede. 

35- 

Nathaniel  Tredcroft. 

18. 

John  Edwards. 

er  Henry  Cowper  Esq.  : — 

I. 

Nicholas  Best. 

15- 

George  Booker. 

2. 

Thomas  White. 

16. 

Thomas  King. 

3- 

Matthew  White. 

1 7- 

Robert  Weller. 

4- 

James  Barker. 

18. 

William  Osmer. 

5- 

Abraham  Newnham. 

19. 

William  Cheesemore. 

6. 

John  Linfield. 

20. 

William  Angell. 

7- 

Robert  Hall. 

21. 

Edward  Burnell. 

8. 

Richard  Lintott. 

22. 

John  Harman. 

9- 

Arthur  Rowland. 

23- 

Timothy  Walker. 

10. 

Richard  Lutkin. 

24. 

Thomas  Harvey. 

ii. 

John  Hargrave. 

25- 

Benjamin  Borer. 

12. 

Phillip  Michell. 

26. 

John  Sanders. 

13- 

Richard  Pilfold. 

27. 

John  Daniel. 

14. 

Richard  King. 

28. 

Henry  Cooper. 
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For  John  Wicker  Esq.  : — 

1.  John  Machin  Esq. 

2.  Nathaniel  Sturt. 

3.  Robert  Coe. 

4.  Abraham  Newnham. 

5-  John  Linfield. 

6.  James  Penfold. 

7.  Richard  King. 

8.  John  Somerset. 

9.  George  Booker. 

10.  John  Ede. 

11.  Thomas  King. 

12.  John  Edwards. 

13-  Richard  Curtis. 

14.  John  Harriot. 

15-  William  Chambers. 

An  analysis  of  the  voting  gives  the  following  : — 

For  Yates  and  Wicker  .  .16  votes. 

For  Yates  and  Cowper  .  .  16  ,, 

For  Wicker  and  Cowper  .  •  9  ,, 

For  Yates  only,  3  votes. 

For  Wicker  only,  4  ,, 

For  Cowper  only,  3  ,, 

Yates,  35  votes. 

Wicker,  29  ,, 

Cowper,  28  ,, 

From  the  large  proportion  of  cross  votes  and  from  the 
fact  that,  of  the  fifty-one  Burgesses  who  voted,  forty-one 
appear  as  ordinary  ratepaying  residents  in  an  original  rate 
for  the  Borough  made  in  1702,  we  may  infer  that  at'this,  the 
first  actual  political  test  of  the  Borough  by  voting,  the  great 
majority  of  the  Burgesses  voted  independently. 

Yates  and  Wicker  were  returned,  but  a  petition  against 
the  Return  was  presented  to  the  House  of  Commons  on  the 
3rd  January  1702  by  Cowper  who  alleged  that  Wicker,  by 
bribes  and  threats  and  other  illegal  practices,  procured  some 
of  the  Electors  to  vote  for  him,  and  further  that,  having  got 
his  brother-in-law,  John  Rolfe  (admitted  at  a  Court  Baron 


16.  James  Burstow. 

17.  John  Watterton. 

18.  Samuel  Caffyn. 

19.  Samuel  Bryant. 

20.  John  Hunt. 

21.  Phillip  Cheesemore. 

22.  Timothy  Walker. 

23.  Walter  Shaw. 

24.  Benjamin  Borer. 

25.  Robert  Hedger. 

26.  John  Daniel. 

27.  John  Wicker. 

28.  Nathaniel  Tredcroft. 

29.  John  Rolfe. 
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held  nth  Sept.  1699),  elected  Bailiff — one  of  the  Returning 
Officers — he,  together  with  the  other  Bailiff,  Nathaniel  Tred- 
croft  Esq.,  accepted  illegal  votes  on  behalf  of  Wicker  and 
refused  votes  tendered  on  behalf  of  the  petitioner.1  This 
petition  was  never  heard  ;  it  was  either  withdrawn  or  super¬ 
seded  by  the  new  general  Election  caused  by  the  death  of 
William  III. 

At  this  Election,  which  took  place  on  16th  July  1702, 
Henry  Cowper  and  John  Wicker  were  returned,  this  time  un¬ 
opposed,  and  sat  till  this  Parliament  was  dissolved  on  the 
5th  April  1705. 

At  the  ensuing  general  Election  Cowper  and  Wicker  again 
offered  themselves  for  re-election,  but  a  new  candidate  ap¬ 
peared  in  the  person  of  Charles  Eversfield,  nephew  and  heir 
of  the  late  Anthony  Eversfield  of  Denne  Park,  who,  having 
recently  attained  his  majority  and  been  admitted  at  a  Court 
Baron  held  on  10th  April  1705,  took  this,  his  first,  opportunity 
of  getting  into  Parliament. 

“  At  this  Court  the  Homage  present  that  Charles 
Eversfield  Esq.  hath  attained  his  age  of  21  years  since 
the  last  Court,  and  is  the  heir  of  Anthony  Eversfield  Esq., 
lately  deceased,  and  upon  whose  death  the  Burgage 
tenement  purchased  by  the  said  Anthony  Eversfield 
descended  to  the  said  Charles  Eversfield  and  his  heirs 
who,  present  in  Court,  paid  a  relief  of  three  pence  and 
did  fealty.” 


Thus  there  were  again  three  candidates  for  the  two  seats 
and  a  contested  Election  took  place  on  the  10th  of  May. 
There  was  an  increase  on  the  last  contested  Election  of 
9  votes,  sixty  Burgesses  voting  as  follows  : — 


Names  upon  the  poll : — 
For  Charles  Eversfield  Esq. 

1.  Sir  Charles  Goring. 

2.  Henry  Yates  Esq. 

3.  Nicholas  Best  Esq. 

4.  Thomas  White  Esq. 

5.  Henry  Goring  Esq. 


6.  Nathaniel  Tredcroft 

Esq. 

7.  James  Baker  Gent. 

8.  John  Linfield  Gent. 

9.  Abraham  Newnham. 


1  “  Journals  of  the  House  of  Commons.” 
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10.  Richard  Lintott. 

11.  Richard  Lucken  Gent. 

12.  John  Hargrave. 

13.  John  Warden. 

14.  John  Saunders. 

15.  George  Bridger. 

16.  Phillip  Tredcroft. 

17.  James  Pilford  (sic). 

18.  Richard  King. 

19.  John  Waterton. 

20.  John  Somersett. 

21.  Thomas  King. 

22.  Micah  Waller. 

23.  John  Waller. 

24.  James  Burstow. 

25.  John  Edwards. 

26.  Richard  Curtis. 

For  Henry  Cowper  Esq.  : — 

1.  Sir  Charles  Goring. 

2.  Nicholas  Best  Esq. 

3.  Thomas  White  Esq. 

4.  Harry  Goring  Esq. 

5.  Joseph  Sturt  Gent. 

6.  Nathaniel  Tredcroft 

Gent. 

7.  James  Baker  Gent. 

8.  John  Linfield  Gent. 

9.  Robert  Hall. 

10.  Richard  Luckin  Gent. 

11.  John  Hargrave  Gent. 

12.  John  Warden  Gent. 

13.  John  Saunders  Gent. 

14.  George  Bridger. 

15.  Phillip  Tredcroft. 

16.  George  Booker. 

17.  Richard  Ede. 

For  John  Wicker  Esq.  : — 

1.  Henry  Yates  Esq. 

2.  Joseph  Sturt  Gent. 


27.  Samuel  Caffyn. 

28.  Walter  Shaw. 

29.  John  Harman. 

30.  John  Hunt. 

31.  William  Osmer. 

32.  Phillip  Chasemore. 

33.  Robert  Hedger. 

34.  Benjamin  Borer. 

35.  Edmund  Jewer. 

36.  Edward  Booker. 

37.  William  Briggs. 

38.  John  Daniel. 

39.  Richard  Banister. 

40.  Arthur  Rowland. 

41.  Nathaniel  Sturt. 

42.  Thomas  Harvey. 

43.  Ralph  Linheld. 

18.  William  Ansell. 

19.  Micah  Waller. 

20.  John  Waller. 

21.  Robert  Waller. 

22.  Edward  Burnell. 

23.  Tim  Walker. 

24.  John  Harman. 

25.  William  Osmer. 

26.  Edmund  Jewer. 

27.  Edward  Booker. 

28.  Richard  Banister. 

29.  Arthur  Rowland. 

30.  Thomas  Harvey. 

31.  Ralph  Linfield. 

32.  Charles  Eversfield  Esq. 

33.  Henry  Cowper  Esq. 

34.  Richard  Pilford.  Bali. 


3.  Robert  Hall. 

4.  Abraham  Newnham. 
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5.  Richard  Lintott. 

20. 

Edward  Burnell. 

6.  Henry  Michell. 

21. 

Samuel  Caffyn. 

7.  John  Aylward. 

22. 

Walter  Shaw. 

8.  James  Pilfold. 

23- 

Timothy  Walker. 

9.  Richard  King. 

24. 

John  Hunt. 

10.  John  Waterton. 

25- 

Phil  Chasemore. 

11.  John  Somerset. 

26. 

Robert  Hedger. 

12.  George  Booker. 

27. 

Benjamin  Borer. 

13.  Richard  Ede. 

28. 

William  Briggs. 

14.  William  Ansell. 

29. 

John  Daniel. 

15.  Thomas  King. 

30. 

Nathaniel  Sturt. 

16.  James  Burstow. 

3i- 

John  Wicker  Esq. 

17.  John  Edwards. 

32. 

Richard  Pilfold,  Bali. 

18.  Richard  Curtis. 

33- 

Samuel  Bryan,  Bali. 

19.  Robert  Weller. 

An  analysis  of  the  voting  gives  the  following 


For  Eversfield  and  Cowper  . 

For  Eversfield  and  Wicker 
For  Cowper  and  Wicker 
For  Eversfield  only 
For  Cowper  only 
For  Wicker  only 

Eversfield,  43  votes. 
Cowper,  34  votes. 
Wicker,  33  votes. 


22  votes. 


20 

8 


>> 
J  ) 


1  vote 

4  votes. 

5  „ 


Wc  have  but  little  information  concerning  these  Elec¬ 
tions.  On  27th  June  1702  Mr.  John  Machell,,of  Hills  Place, 
who  sat  as  Member  for  Horsham  from  1681  to  1700, 
writes  : — 

“  Mr.  Wicker,  Mr.  Cooper  and  my  nephew  are  candi¬ 
dates.  ’Tis  said  they  are  playing  the  old  trick  of  spliting 
to  throw  out  Mr.  Wicker.  ’Tis  said  the  Election  will  be 
in  some  short  time.” 


Mr.  Machell’s  nephew  appears  to  have  retired  ;  nevertheless, 
although  there  was  therefore  no  contest,  Mr.  Machell  writes 
again  on  17th  July  : — 


Denne  House,  Horsham,  circa  1780. 


Charles  Eversfield,  M.P.  Horsham,  1705-1741,  and  Mrs.  Eversfield, 

of  Denne,  Horsham. 
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“  We  are  all  here  in  great  confusion  about  our  Elec¬ 
tion,”  “  our  Election  is  to  day.”  1 

That  there  was  considerable  confusion  and  disturbance  seems 
certain,  and  these  appear  to  have  had  their  origin  in  1697 
when  John  Linfield,  attorney-in-law— who  we  can  hardly 
suppose  was  in  ignorance  of  the  Splitting  Act  of  1696 — after 
purchasing  a  Burgage  tenement  of  his  brother-in-law,  Dr. 
Coe,  in  defiance  of  the  Act,  began  multiplying  votes  by  split¬ 
ting  this  property.  A  contemporary  memorandum  gives  an 
account  of  this  piece  of  business  : — 

“  John  Linfield  left  his  brother  (in-law)  Robert  Coe  vote 
after  he  had  sold  his  estate  to  him,  and  suffering  him  to 
be  admitted  to  the  Homage  ;  and  also  made  a  vote  to 
his  brother  Ralph  Linfield  and  admitted  him  to  these  to 
(two)  houses  years  after  Harvey’s  purchase  made  hath 
been  the  chiefe  occasion  of  the  disturbances  in  this 
Boroughe  as  also  of  two  petitions  presented  to  the  House  ; 
the  one  the  3rd  January  1702  wherein  Henry  Cowper  lost 
his  Election  by  one  vote  and  in  y’t  poll  ye  said  Dr.  Coe 
voted  against  him  though  he  had  sold  his  estate  to  Lind- 
field  three  years  before.  Note.  He  sold  the  estate  the 
31st  August  1697  and  voted  at  two  Elections,  the  one 
25th  July  1698  as  by  indenture;  the  other  ye  22nd 
November  1701  as  by  indenture  and  original  poll. 
Another  petition  was  presented  to  the  House  by  Mr. 
Wicker  of  an  undue  Election  for  Horsham  wherin 
Mr.  Wicker  lost  his  Election  by  one  vote  (1705)  and  at 
ye  time  Mr.  Lindfield  gott  his  brother  R.  Lindfield  to  be 
admitted  to  part  of  Mr.  Harvey’s  estate  which  he  sold  to 
Harvey  three  years  before  and  by  y’t  vote  Mr.  Wicker 
lost  his  Election.” 

Eversfield  and  Cowper  were  returned  as  Members,  but  the 
Return  was  petitioned  against  by  Wicker  on  the  2nd  November 
1705,  who  alleged  against  Eversfield  and  Cowper  malpractices 
similar  to  those  alleged  against  himself  in  1701.  This  petition, 
like  its  predecessor,  was  never  heard  ;  an  arrangement  was 
made  by  which  Mr.  Wicker  obtained  satisfaction.  He  was 

1  Mr.  Machell’s  letter  is  dated  17th  July.  The  return  is  dated  16th  July. 
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given  a  seat  for  Shoreham  Borough,  and  on  the  14th  January 
following  in  the  House  of  Commons  it  was 

“  ordered  that  Mr.  Wicker  be  at  liberty  to  withdraw  his 
petition  touching  the  Election  for  the  Borough  of  Hors¬ 
ham  in  the  County  of  Sussex.”  1 

The  eligibility  of  Mr.  Eversfield  was  doubtless  increased  by 
his  recent  inheritance  of  the  Denne  estate  ;  but  considering 
the  status  of  his  rivals— one  of  whom,  like  himself,  lived  but 
just  outside  the  Borough,  and  the  other  within  the  Borough, 
and  both  of  whom  were  men  of  mature  years  and  with  Parlia¬ 
mentary  experience — other  reasons  for  his  great  majority 
must  be  looked  for.  Until  this  time  the  larger  number  of 
Burgesses  still  held  their  Burgages  independently  and  were 
thus  enabled  to  choose  their  Members  according  to  their 
political  convictions,  if  they  possessed  any.  Every  tenant  of 
the  Lord,  too,  enjoyed  the  right  to  be  put  upon  the  Homage 
at  Court,  and  none  was  ever  refused  ;  they  were  thus  enabled 
to  keep  the  Burgess  roll  free  of  fraud  if  they  choose  to  ;  but 
the  roll  had  already  been  manipulated  by  unscrupulous 
parties  and  we  shall  probably  not  be  wrong  in  assuming  that 
the  system  of  controlling  votes  through  the  ownership  of 
Burgage  properties  by  the  Eversfield  family,  of  which  later 
we  have  plenty  of  evidence,  extended  back  to  this  Election 
and  before  it  and  helped  to  win  Charles  Eversfield  his  first 
victory.  We  have  a  sidelight  upon  his  character  in  a  con¬ 
temporary  letter  soon  after  his  appearance  in  the  House. 
Writing  of  affairs  in  the  House  of  Commons,  a  lady  says  : — 

“  Mr.  Walpole  and  Mr.  Eversfield  were  very  near  a 
duel  for  a  thing  that  happened  in  the  House.  A  young 
member  rise  (sic)  to  speak ;  Mr.  Walpole  being  very 
attentive  looked  earnestly  in  his  face,  for  which  offence 
Mr.  Eversfield  told  him  was  very  impudent  and  that 

nothing  but  a  -  could  be  capable  of  such  an  action. 

Mr.  Walpole  went  out  without  returning  any  answer  and 
Mr.  Eversfield  followed,  but  their  friends  interposed  and 
reconciled  them  without  any  bloodshedding.”  2 

1  “  Journals  of  the  House  of  Commons.” 

2  Historical  MSS.  Commission,  Vol.  VIII,,  p.  251. 
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Cowper  sat  until  his  death  on  the  22nd  March  1707,  and 
was  succeeded  on  the  4th  April  by  Harry  Goring,  Esq.,  of 
Highden,  Washington,  who  was  elected  without  opposition. 
Goring  was  admitted  a  Burgess  of  the  Borough  at  a  Court 
Baron  held  on  the  17th  October  1703.  He  sat  as  Member  for 
Horsham  only  till  the  15th  April  1708,  when  Parliament  was 
again  dissolved. 

At  the  following  general  Election  Charles  Eversfield  and 
John  Wicker,  Esquires,  were  elected  without  opposition  at 
Horsham  on  the  3rd  May  (Goring  having  been  elected  at 
Steyning),  and  again  at  the  general  Election  of  1710  both  these 
gentlemen  were  returned  on  the  4th  October  without  opposi¬ 
tion.  Eversfield  was  the  next  day  returned  also  as  Knight  of 
the  Shire  for  the  County  of  Sussex ;  and  choosing  to  sit  for 
the  County — as  Members  who  were  chosen  for  both  a  County 
and  a  Borough  Constituency  invariably  did — his  vacated  seat 
at  Horsham  was  taken  without  opposition  by  John  Middleton, 
Esq.,  of  Muntham,  Findon,  who  was  admitted  a  Burgess  of 
the  Borough  at  a  Court  Baron  held  on  the  10th  August  1710. 
He  sat  with  Wicker  till  the  dissolution  of  Parliament  on  the 
8th  August  1713. 

For  the  next  Parliament,  summoned  to  meet  on  the  12th 
November  1713,  the  Election  took  place  at  Horsham  on 
the  28th  August.  Charles  Eversfield,  now  returning  to  his 
Horsham  seat,  and  John  Middleton,  Esq.,  ran  together  as 
candidates,  but  were  opposed  by  Richard  Ingram  and  Nicholas 
Best,  Esquires. 

Richard  Ingram  was  the  second  son  of  Arthur,  third 
Viscount  Lord  Irwin,  whose  chief  seat  was  Temple  Newsam, 
a  magnificent  mansion  near  Leeds  in  Yorkshire,  and  who 
married  Isabella,  daughter  of  John  Machell  of  Hills.  At  the 
time  of  this  Election  Richard  Ingram  was  about  twenty-six 
years  of  age  and  had  inherited  the  Hills  estate  from  his  grand¬ 
father,  John  Machell,  who  died  in  1704.  He  had  travelled  a 
great  deal  as  an  Officer  in  the  Army,  and  afterwards,  at  the 
time  of  the  1715  rebellion,  was  Colonel  of  the  16th  foot 
Regiment  and  Governor  of  Hull,  in  Yorkshire. 

John  Machell,  by  his  will  made  in  1702,  after  certain 
bequests  therein,  left  the  whole  of  his  estate  to  the  above- 
named  Richard  Ingram, 
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“  second  sonne  of  my  Lord  Viscount  Irwyne 1  of  ye 
Kingdome  of  Scotland  and  to  ye  heirs  of  ye  bodye  of  ye 
said  Richard  Ingram  lawfully  to  be  begotten,  and,  for 
want  of  any  heirs  of  ye  bodye  of  my  said  grandson 
Richard  Ingram,  I  give  and  devise  ye  same  unto  my 
grandson  Arthur  Ingram,  third  sonne  of  ye  said  Lord 
Irwyne.” 

In  the  event  of  Arthur  dying  without  issue,  then  to  Henry, 
the  fourth  son  ;  likewise  to  John,  the  fifth  son  ;  likewise  to 
George,  the  sixth  son  ;  likewise  to  Charles  the  youngest  of  the 
seven  surviving  of  the  nine  sons  of  Arthur  Lord  and  Lady 
Irwin.  Likewise  to  Edward,  the  eldest  son,  who,  standing  to 
inherit  the  vast  Yorkshire  estates  of  Lord  Irwin,  including 
Temple  Newsam,  was  put  last  as  prospective  heir  to  and  by 
John  Machell. 

The  Ingram  family,  which,  from  a  London  merchant 
rose,  early  in  the  seventeenth  century,  to  great  wealth  and 
power,  became  one  of  the  leading  Whig  families  in  the  King¬ 
dom,  and  was  closely  connected  with  the  Court.  By  Richard 
Ingram’s  inheritance  of  the  Hills  estate,  the  family  became 
intimate  with  the  society  of  the  neighbourhood  and  with  the 
Borough  of  Horsham.  It  is  somewhat  remarkable  that  of 
the  seven  surviving  sons  of  Arthur  Lord  Irwin,  five  Suc¬ 
ceeded  to  the  peerage  and  four  succeeded  to  the  Hills  estate ; 
and  it  is  perhaps  quite  as  remarkable  that  Isabella,  Lady 
Irwin,  who  died  in  1764  at  the  age  of  94,  survived  the  whole 
of  her  family  of  nine  sons.  She  had  no  daughter. 

“  Edward,  4th  Lord  Irwin,  died  sans  issue  in  1714,  and 
was  succeeded  by  his  brother 

Richard,  5th  Lord  Irwin,  who  died  sans  issue  in  1721, 
and  was  succeeded  by  his  brother 

Arthur,  6th  Lord  Irwin,  who  died  sans  issue  in  1736, 
and  was  succeeded  by  his  brother 

Henry,  7th  Lord  Irwin,  who  died  sans  issue  in  1761, 
and  was  succeeded  by  his  brother  (another  brother, 
John,  died  without  succeeding) 

George,  8th  Lord  Irwin,  who  died  sans  issue  in  1763, 
and  was  succeeded  by  his  nephew 

1  The  name  is  variously  spelt  Irwin,  Irwine,  Irwyne,  and  Irvine. 
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Charles,  9th  and  last  Lord  Irwin,  upon  whose  death  in 
1778,  leaving  five  daughters  but  no  son,  the  peerage 
became  extinct.”  1 

Richard  Ingram,  now  in  possession  of  the  Machell  estates 
and  influence,  with  the  help  of  the  Wicker  family  (with  whom 
the  Ingram  family  were  on  intimate  terms),  began  to  create  a 
new  Political  interest  in  the  Borough.  He  obtained  his  foot¬ 
ing  at  the  Court  Baron  held  on  the  10th  April  1705  : — 

“  The  Homage  present  that  John  Machell  Esq.,  since 
the  last  Court  died  seized  of  one  messuage,  a  tenement, 
and  part  of  a  garden  formerly  in  the  occupation  of  John 
Mountfield,  holden  of  the  Lord  of  the  Manor  by  the  yearly 
rent  of  two  pence  ;  and  that  the  said  John  Machell  by 
his  last  will  devised  the  premises  aforesaid  to  Richard 
Ingram  Esq.,  his  Grandson,  now  of  the  age  of  eighteen 
years  or  thereabouts.” 

He  was  admitted  at  the  Court  Baron  held  on  the  19th  August 
1713,  when 

“  The  Homage  present  that  John  Machell  Esq.,  de¬ 
vised  his  Burgage  Tenure,  called  Baldwyns  and  Aspleys, 
to  Richard  Ingram  Esq.,  his  Grandson  and  his  heirs,  by 
his  last  will  and  testament  in  writing  ;  which  Richard 
present  in  Court  was  admitted  and  paid  relief.” 

Upon  his  presentation  at  this  Court,  if  not  before,  Ingram 
found  Eversfield  astride  both  the  Court  Baron  and  Court 
Leet.  By  some  means  he  had  obtained  for  himself  the 
Stewardships  of  both  Courts,  offices  which  were  almost  always 
held  by  legal  gentlemen,  and  by  himself  or  by  his  deputy, 
Thomas  Pike,  an  attorney,  was  using  them  to  his  political 
account.  Ingram,  however,  was  no  less  willing  to  use  the 
Courts  similarly.  We  have  before  us  a  contemporary  copy 
of  an  agreement,  entered  into  on  his  behalf,  of  which  he  must 
have  been  cognizant ;  and  which  shows  concisely  the  nature 

1  A  curious  mistake  is  made  in  Burke’s  “Extinct  Peerage,”  where  it  is 
stated  “  George  the  8th  Viscount  Irwin  died  in  1763,  when  he  was  succeeded  by 
his  nephew,  son  of  the  next  brother  Charles  9th  Viscount  Irwin,  who  died  in 
1748  leaving  a  son  Charles  Ingram  10  th  Viscount  Irwin  who  died  in  1778.” 
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of  the  corruption  that  had  been  fastened  upon  the  Parlia¬ 
mentary  machinery  of  the  Borough  : — 

“  Memorandum.  Mr.  Richard  Lintot  sold  to  John 
Wicker  Junior  Esq.,  four  Burgage  tenures  in  ye  Burrough 
of  Horsham,  one  for  ye  life  of  William  Blount,  Gent, 
another  for  ye  life  of  Theobald  Michell  clerk,  another  for 
ye  life  of  Bernard  Lintot,  and  a  fourth  for  ye  life  of  any 
person  the  said  Mr.  Wicker  shall  name.  In  consideration 
of  which  ye  said  Mr.  Wicker  agrees  to  pay  to  the  said 
Richard  Lintot  one  hundred  pounds,  whereof  he  has  paid 
one  guinea  in  part  payment,  as  soon  as  the  said  William 
Blount,  Theobald  Michell,  Bernard  Lintot,  and  such  other 
person  shall  have  a  title  from  ye  said  Richard  Lintot. 
And  ye  said  Mr.  Wicker  does  hereby  agree  with  ye  said 
Richard  Lintot  that  the  said  William  Blunt  (sic),  Theo¬ 
bald  Michell,  Bernard  Lintot  and  such  other  person  shall 
devise  ye  said  four  several  Burgesses  (sic)  to  ye  said  Richard 
Lintot  for  the  term  of  their  several  lives  at  a  pepper  corn 
(rent)  a  year,  the  said  Mr.  Lintot  paying  all  taxes.  And 
it  is  further  agreed  between  ye  said  Richard  Lintot  and 
Jno  Wicker  that,  in  case  ye  said  Wm.  Blount,  Theobald 
Michell,  Bernard  Lintot  and  such  other  person  shall  not 
be  admitted  at  the  next  Court,  that  then  ye  said  Richard 
Lintot,  his  executors  and  administrators  shall  return 
back  to  the  said  John  Wicker,  out  of  the  said  one  hundred 
pounds,  a  proportionable  part  thereof  for  every  one  of 
them  that  shall  not  be  admitted.  In  whereof  the  said 
parties  have  hereunto  set  their  hands  the  ioth  day  of 
August  1713.” 

“  Memorandum.  Before  the  signing  it  is  agreed  that 
in  case  all  ye  four  persons  above  mentioned  shall  be 
admitted  Burgesses  that  then  ye  said  Jno  Wicker  shall 
upon  demand  pay  to  the  said  Richard  Lintot  Thirty  pounds 
more  and  afterwards  signed  by  the  said  Richard  Lintot 
and  Jno.  Wicker. 

“  Witness  Signed  Richard  Lintot. 

John  Wicker.  Jno.  Wicker.” 

John  Hall. 
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“  August  i&th,  1713. 

“  Memorandum.  It  is  agreed  between  ye  above  named 
Richard  Lintot  atfd  Jno.  Wicker  as  followeth  vizt.,  The 
said  Richard  Lintot  hath  at  ye  request  of  ye  said  Jno. 
Wicker  put  in  John  Hah,  Thomas  Swaine,  Thomas  Hussey 
and  Edward  Stanford  in  ys'Ctpom  of  William  Blount, 
Theobald  Michell,  Bernard  Lintot,  and  ye  4th  life  above 
mentioned,  and  hath  also  at  ye  te.quest  of  ye  said  Jno 
Wicker  made  John  Briggs  of  Henfield  .another  Burgess  ; 
in  consideration  whereof  ye  said  John  Wicker  hath  now 
paid  ye  said  Richard  Lintot  one  hundred  pounds'  in  hand, 
and  does  hereby  agree  to  pay  ye  said  Richard  Lintot 
threescore  pounds  more  in  case  all  ye  five  persons  be 
admitted  tomorrow,  or  else  ye  said  Richard  Lintot  does 
hereby  agree  to  return  to  the  said  Jno  Wicker  a  propor¬ 
tionable  part  of  ye  said  one  hundred  and  sixty  pounds  for 
what  lives  shall  not  be  admitted.” 

“  Witness  Richard  Lintot. 

John  Hall.  John  Wicker.” 

(Afterwards  the  name  of  Thomas  Pope  was  substituted  for 
that  of  John  Briggs.) 

In  accordance  with  these  agreements  five  bogus  deeds, 
purporting  to  convey  these  Burgages  (Consideration  money 
£30  each)  to  these  several  nominal  owners,  were  executed. 
At  the  Court  Baron,  held  on  the  19th  August  1 7 1 3>  °f  these 
would-be  new  Burgesses,  these  shams,  were  rejected  by  the 
Homage  ;  and,  when  at  the  Election  they  tendered  their  votes 
for  Ingram,  they  were  rejected  by  the  Bailiffs.  As  will  be 
seen,  exactly  the  same  procedure  took  place  at  the  1715 
Election. 

The  fraudulent  deeds  were  not  handed  back  to  Lintot, 
nor  destroyed  ;  they  were  retained  by  Wicker,  who,  as  one  of 
the  Executors  of  the  Will  of  John  Machell,  handed  them  over 
to  the  Ingram  family.  It  will  be  seen  later  that  seventy-five 
years  afterwards  they  were  again  fraudulently  and  unsuccess¬ 
fully  produced  for  electioneering  purposes. 

It  is  evident,  from  the  poll  books  and  this  gamble  in 

4  * 
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Burgages,  that  at  this  Election,  one  of  the  prospective  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  Borough  depended  for  his  seat  upon  the 
acceptance  or  rejection  of  Wicker’s  nominees,  and  that 
Richard  Lintot  was  prepared  to  sell  the  Borough  for  £160. 
The  potency  of  the  Court  Baron  as  the  determining  factor  in 
the  choice  of  representatives  is  also  proved,  for  had  these 
nominees  been  accepted  Ingram  rightly  must  have  had  been 
returned. 

In  an  account  that  we  have  of  the  Poll  taken  at  this 
Election,  which  purports  to  be  “  A  true  coppy  of  the  Original 
Poll  of  1713,”  it  appears  there  is  a  further  increase  of  7  in  the 
number  of  voters,  making  a  total  poll  of  67  voters  as  follows  : — 


Names  upon  the  poll : — 
For  Charles  Eversfield  Esq.  : — 

1.  Sir  Charles  Goring  Bart. 

2.  Nicholas  Best  Esq. 

3.  Harry  Goring  Esq. 

4.  Thomas  White  Esq. 

5.  Nathaniel  Tredcroft 

Esq. 

6.  John  Eversfield  Esq. 

7.  John  Hargrave  Gent. 

8.  Thomas  Harvey  Gent. 

9.  Richard  Pilfold  Gent. 

10.  Arthur  Rowland  Gent. 

11.  John  Warden  Gent. 

12.  John  Linfield  Gent. 

13.  John  Bridger  Gent. 

14-  Robert  Weller. 

15.  William  Briggs. 

16.  John  Gratwicke  Jnr. 

17.  John  Edwards. 

18.  James  Waller. 

19.  Samuel  Bryan. 

20.  Thomas  Barnard. 


21.  John  Chasemore. 

22.  Thomas  King. 

23.  Ralph  Linfield. 

24.  Richard  Luxford. 

25.  John  Ashlett. 

26.  William  Briggs  Jnr. 

27.  William  Briggs. 

28.  Richard  Vincent. 

29.  Edward  Proctor. 

30.  Joseph  Lee. 

31.  John  Burstow. 

32.  Henry  Howes. 

33.  Calvert  Bristow. 

34.  John  Groome  Senr. 

35.  John  Groome  Jnr. 

36.  Charles  Eversfield  Esq. 

37.  John  Middleton  Esq. 

38.  George  Bridger. 

39.  Richard  Lucken. 

40.  John  Osmer. 


For  John  Middleton  Esq.  : — 

1.  Sir  Charles  Goring  Bart.  3.  Harry  Goring  Esq. 

2.  Nicholas  Best  Esq.  4.  Thomas  White  Esq. 
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5.  Nathaniel  Tredcroft 

Esq. 

6.  John  Evershed  Esq. 

7.  John  Hargrave  Gent. 

8.  Thomas  Harvey  Gent. 

9.  Richard  Pilfold  Gent. 

10.  John  Warden  Gent. 

11.  John  Linfield  Gent. 

12.  John  Bridger. 

13.  William  Briggs. 

14.  Edward  Burnell. 

15.  Samuel  Bryan. 

16.  Thomas  Barnard. 

17.  John  Chasemore. 

18.  Thomas  King. 

19.  Ralph  Linfield. 

For  Richard  Ingram  Esq.  : — 

1.  Henry  Yates  Esq. 

2.  John  Wicker  Senr.  Esq. 

3.  John  Wicker  Jnr.  Esq. 

4.  James  Baker  Gent. 

5.  Arthur  Rowland  Gent. 

6.  Abraham  Newnham. 

7.  Richard  Lintot. 

8.  Robert  Weller. 

9.  John  Gratwicke  Jnr. 

10.  Benjamin  Borer. 

11.  John  Edwards. 

12.  George  Booker. 

13  Richard  Curtis. 

14.  Samuel  Caffyn. 

15.  Robert  Hedger. 

16.  John  Smith. 

For  Nicholas  Best  Esq.  : — 1 
John  Booker. 

Thomas  Waterton. 


20.  Richard  Luxford. 

21.  John  Ashlett. 

22.  William  Briggs  Jnr. 

23.  Richard  Vincent. 

24.  Edward  Proctor. 

25.  Joseph  Lee. 

26.  John  Burstow. 

27.  Henry  Howes. 

28.  Calvert  Bristow. 

29.  John  Groome  Senr. 

30.  John  Groome  Jnr. 

31.  John  Waller. 

32.  Charles  Eversfield. 

33.  John  Middleton  Esq. 

34.  George  Bridger  Gent. 

35.  Richard  Lucken  Gent. 

17.  James  Waller. 

18.  Edward  Burnell. 

19.  Edward  Jewer. 

20.  William  Ansell. 

21.  Thomas  Waterton. 

22.  Richard  Ede. 

23.  Henry  Groombridge. 

24.  William  Briggs. 

25.  John  Tredcroft. 

26.  Joshua  Guildford. 

27.  Richard  Sawyers. 

28.  John  Pope. 

29.  John  Waller. 

30.  Richard  Ingram-  Esq. 

31.  Robert  Hall. 

32.  John  Osmer. 

Micah  Waller. 

Richard  Ingram  Esq. 


1  There  appears  a  curious  anomaly  in  this  “True  coppy”  which  also 
appears  in  a  copy  of  this  poll  at  Norfolk  House.  Best’s  total  poll  is  given  as 
5  votes  and  the  name  of  Harry  Goring  appears  between  those  of  Booker  and 
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An  analysis  of  the  voting  gives  the  following  : — 


For  Eversfield  and  Middleton  . 

33  votes. 

For  Eversfield  and  Ingram 

•  7  ,> 

For  Middleton  and  Ingram 

•  2  „ 

For  Ingram  and  Best 

•  2  „ 

For  Ingram  only 

.  21  „ 

For  Best  only 

•  2  „ 

Total  Votes. 

Eversfield,  40  votes. 

Middleton,  35  ,, 

Ingram,  32  votes. 

Best,  4  votes. 

Eversfield  and  Middleton  were  duly  returned  as  Members  ; 
but  this  Return,  like  the  Returns  of  the  two  only  previously 
contested  Elections  at  Horsham,  was  petitioned  against  on 
the  3rd  March  1714,  this  time  by  Ingram,  who  alleged 

“  That  several  Burgesses  were  refused  for  the  peti¬ 
tioner  who  had  a  right  to  vote,  and  others  who  had  not 
a  right  were  admitted  to  vote  for  Charles  Eversfield  and 
John  Middleton,  Esquires,  two  other  candidates  for  the 
said  Borough  ;  by  which  undue  practice,  bribery,  etc. 
of  the  said  Charles  Eversfield  and  John  Middleton  their 
friends  and  agents  have  procured  themselves  to  be  re¬ 
turned  in  wrong  of  the  petitioner  and  praying  to  be 
relieved  in  the  premises.” 

This  petition,  like  its  predecessors,  was  never  heard.  It 
frequently  happened  that  the  length  of  time  between  the 
presentment  of  a  petition  and  the  hearing  of  it  extended 
from  one  to  two  years  ;  probably  therefore,  owing  to  the 
large  number  of  petitions  from  other  Constituencies  and  to 
the  fact  that  Parliament  was  dissolved  upon  the  death  of 
Queen  Anne  on  the  following  5th  of  January,  the  Horsham 
case  never  reached  its  trial. 

Waterton.  Goring,  however,  has  voted  for  Eversfield  and  Middleton,  so  cannot 
also  have  voted  for  Best.  In  the  copy  that  we  have  4  votes  only  are  carried  out 
to  Best,  but  they  are  cast  up  as  5 .  We  have  been  unable  to  discover  the  nature 
of  Best’s  freak  candidature. 


.  t 


John  Wicker,  of  Horsham  Park, 
M.P.  Horsham,  1701-1713. 


Sir  Harry  Goring,  M.P.  Horsham, 
1705-1708. 


Richard  Ingram, 
afterwards  fifth  Lord  Irwin. 


The  Hon.  Arthur  Ingram,  M.P.  Horsham, 
17x5-1721,  afterwards  sixth  Lord  Irwin. 
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The  next  Election,  which  took  place  on  the  29th  January 
1715,  was  by  far  the  most  important  at  Horsham  so  far.  It 
was  conducted  with  great  heat  upon  strict  party  lines.  There 
were  four  candidates  ;  Charles  Eversfield,  Esq.,  and  Sir  Harry 
Goring  standing  in  the  Tory  interest,  and  the  Hon.  Arthur 
Ingram  and  Arthur  Ingram,  Esq.,  standing  in  the  Whig  in¬ 
terest.  However  true  or  untrue  the  allegations  in  the  petitions 
against  the  Returns  at  the  previously  contested  Elections  may 
have  been,  there  is  plenty  of  evidence  that  all  the  evils  therein 
mentioned,  and  others,  were  deliberately  prepared  before¬ 
hand  for  use  and  carried  out  at  this  Election.  It  appears 
that  Eversfield,  as  Steward  at  the  Court  Leet,  immediately 
preceding  the  Election  packed  the  jury  and  appointed  Sir 
Harry  Goring,  his  fellow  candidate,  as  foreman  ;  he  then 
conspired  with  them  in  appointing  as  Bailiffs  George  Bridger 
and  Richard  Vincent,  who  as  Returning  Officers  would  act 
in  his  and  Sir  Harry  Goring’s  favour.1  A  few  days  before  the 
Election  he  issued  his  precept  by  the  Cryer,  one  Bennet,  to 
the  Burgesses  summoning  them  to  a  Court  Baron  for  the 
purpose  of  admitting  Burgesses.  At  this  Court  he  restricted 
the  Homage  to  his  own  choice  and  again  appointed  Goring 
as  foreman. 

“  Several  Burgesses  attended  and  produced  their  titles 
to  the  Jury  and  demanded  to  be  admitted,  but  Sir  Harry 
Goring,  the  Foreman,  and  the  Majority  of  the  Homage 
refused  to  present  them,  well  knowing  the  Bailiffs  would 
not  take  their  polls  on  the  day  of  Election  by  reason  of 
their  not  being  admitted  Burgesses  by  the  Homage.”  2 

In  short,  Eversfield  and  Goring  used  the  Courts  just  as  it 
suited  their  purpose,  and  made  them  violently  partisan  with¬ 
out  reference  to  their  rivals’  claims.  Burgesses  were  now 
deliberately  pursued  by  the  candidates  (or  their  agents)  with 
bribes  and  menaces  for  getting  themselves  into  Parliament, 
a  procedure  which  substituted  charms  or  terrors  for  the  more 

1  In  the  Horsham  Burgus  Court  Book,  1622-1717,  there  is  no  entry  of  this 
Court,  but  there  is  a  blank  leaf  left  seemingly  for  the  entry  between  the  one 
immediately  preceding  and  that  immediately  following.  The  omission  is  sus¬ 
picious. 

2  Contemporary  MS. 
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innocent  method,  still  within  the  recollections  of  some  of  them 
of  paying  Members  their  wages.  We  have  at  this  time  the 
first  case  of  an  exorbitant  price  given  for  a  Burgage  tenement 
by  the  Ingram  family,  who  as  yet  owned  but  one  or  two 
Burgages.  For  this  small  property  Thomas  Harvey,  who 
purchased  it  in  1702  for  about  £120,  obtained  his  price  of 
£350  from  Lord  Irwin.  John  Smith  was  given  a  quarter¬ 
master’s  place  in  the  army  by  Lord  Irwin  ;  similar  places 
were  promised  by  him  to  Richard  Pilfold  and  John  Burstow. 
Richard  Pilfold  was  brother  to  John  Pilfold,  “  mercer  in 
Horsham  Market,”  who  rented  his  shop  of  George  Arnold, 
son-in-law  of  John  Linfield.  John  Pilfold  owned  a  Burgage 
tenement  and  was  strenuously  canvassed  for  his  votes  for 
Eversfield  and  Goring 

“  Y’t  ye  said  (John)  Pilfold,  being  serious  to  keep  his 

shoppe,  thought  fitt  to  lett  (convey)  his  Burgage  to  his 

brother  Richard  for  his  life.”  1 

Richard  Pilfold,  who  voted  for  Eversfield  at  the  previous 
Election,  was  now  induced,  possibly  by  the  bribe  of  a  place, 
to  vote  for  the  Ingrams  ;  Sir  Harry  Goring,  to  revenge  him¬ 
self  on  John  Pilfold  for  making  his  Burgage  over  to  his  brother, 
agreed  with  George  Arnold  over  Pilfold’s  head  to  take  the 
house  and  shop  of  him  for  twenty-one  years  at  a  rent  enhanced 
from  £12  to  £15,  and  an  ejectment  notice  was  served  on 
Pilfold  forthwith. 

John  Burstow,  at  the  instance  of  John  Linfield,  was  taken 
in  execution  of  a  judgment  of  debt  for  £50,  which  judgment 
had  lain  dormant  for  many  years.  Linfield  sent  his  clerk, 
one  Tasker,  to  London,  and  he  obtained  the  warrant  and 
brought  an  officer  down  from  London  with  him  two  days 
before  the  Election  ;  and  this  officer,  in  execution  of  the 
warrant,  took  Burstow  and  put  him  in  Horsham  Gaol.  How¬ 
ever,  Burstow  was  rescued  by  Lord  Irwin,  who  paid  the  debt 
in  time  for  him  to  vote. 

John  Wicker,  one  of  the  Ingrams’  principal  supporters, 
was  also  arrested  on  the  morning  of  the  Election  for  debt  at 
the  instance  of  Linfield,  but  he  also  was  liberated  in  time  to 
vote. 


1  Contemporary  MS. 
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John  Warden  was  also  pressed  for  a  debt,  the  amount  of 
which  is  not  stated,  but  a  bond  for  its  payment  was  given  by 
Goring  and  Eversfield  just  before  the  Election,  and  Warden 
voted  for  them.  There  were  several  other  similar  cases  of 
Bribery  and  Corruption,  but  a  peculiar  case  was  furnished  by 
the  Bailiffs  Bridger  and  Vincent  who,  disregarding  that  strict 
impartiality  which  alone  should  have  guided  them  in  their 
duty  as  Returning  Officers,  gave  out  before  hand  that  they 
intended  to  return  Goring  and  Eversfield,  even  though  the 
Ingrams  should  receive  the  greater  number  of  votes.  Whether 
this  decision  was  the  result  of  bribery  or  menace  or  of  those 
strong  political  feelings  that  have  so  often  misled  zealots 
from  the  path  of  rectitude  we  do  not  know  ;  but,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  fact  that  they  proceeded  constitutionally  in 
accepting  only  the  votes  of  those  whose  names  were  on  the 
Burgess  roll,  at  the  close  of  the  Poll  their  decision  was  adhered 
to  and  their  partiality  proved  ;  for  although,  as  will  be  seen 
by  the  copy  of  the  polling  given  below,  Goring  and  the 
Hon.  Arthur  Ingram  received  the  same  number  of  votes, 
Goring  was  returned  with  Eversfield,  who  received  the  greatest 
number,  Ingram’s  tie  with  Goring  being  ignored. 

Sixty-five  Burgesses  voted  as  follows  ; — 


Names  upon  the  poll 
For  Sir  Harry  Goring  Bart. 

1.  John  Middleton  Esq. 

2.  Nicholas  Best  Esq. 

3.  Thomas  White  Esq. 

4.  Nathaniel  Tredcroft 

Esq. 

5.  John  Warden  Gent. 

6.  John  Linfield  Gent. 

7.  George  Arnold  Gent. 

8.  Edward  Eversfield  Gent. 

9.  George  Bridger  Gent. 

10.  Richard  Luckin  Gent. 

11.  John  Reynolds. 

12.  Calvert  Bristow  Gent. 

13.  John  Groome  Senr. 

Gent. 


14.  John  Groome  Jnr. 

Gent. 

15.  Thomas  Barnard. 

16.  Thomas  King. 

17.  Ralph  Linfield. 

18.  William  Briggs  Senr. 

19.  Joseph  Lee  Gent. 

20.  Samuel  Brian. 

21.  Robert  Hall  Jnr. 

22.  John  Chasemore. 

23.  Richard  Luxford. 

24.  Edward  Proctor. 

25.  John  Waller. 

26.  William  Briggs  Jnr. 

27.  Thomas/ Parham. 
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28.  Henry  Longhurst. 

29.  Robert  Hurst. 

30.  Sir  Harry  Goring  Bart. 

For  Charles  Eversfield  Esq.  : — 

1.  John  Middleton  Esq. 

2.  Nicholas  Best  Esq. 

3.  Thomas  White  Esq. 

4.  Nathaniel  Tredcroft 

Esq. 

5.  John  Warden  Gent. 

6.  John  Linfield  Gent. 

7.  George  Arnold  Gent. 

8.  Edward  Burnell. 

9.  Robert  Weller. 

10.  Edward  Evershed  Gent. 

11.  George  Bridger  Gent. 

12.  Richard  Luckin  Gent. 

13.  John  Reynolds. 

14.  Calvert  Bristow  Gent. 

15.  John  Groome  Senr. 

Gent. 

16.  John  Groome  Junr. 

Gent. 

17.  John  Osmer. 

For  the  Hon.  Arthur  Ingram 

1.  The  Hon.  Henry  Ingram 

Esq. 

2.  Henry  Yates  Esq. 

3.  James  Baker  Gent. 

4.  Richard  Lintot  Gent. 

5.  John  Sanders  Gent. 

6.  Edward  Burnell. 

7.  William  Briggs. 

8.  Samuel  Caffyn. 

9.  Robert  Weller. 

10.  Richard  Curtis. 

11.  James  Waller. 

12.  William  Ansell. 


31.  Charles  Eversfield  Esq. 

32.  Richard  Vincent  Gent. 

33.  John  Bridger  Gent. 

18.  Thomas  King. 

19.  Ralph  Linfield. 

20.  William  Briggs  Senr. 

21.  Joseph  Lee  Gent. 

22.  Samuel  Brian. 

23.  Robert  Hall  Junr. 

24.  John  Chasemore. 

25.  Richard  Luxford. 

26.  Edward  Proctor. 

27.  John  Waller. 

28.  William  Briggs  Junr. 

29.  Thomas  Parham. 

30.  Henry  Longhurst. 

31.  Robert  Hurst. 

32.  John  Gratwicke. 

33.  Sir  Harry  Goring  Bart. 

34.  Charles  Eversfield  Esq. 

35.  Richard  Vincent  Gent. 

36.  John  Bridger  Gent. 

Esq.  : — 

13.  Thomas  Waterton. 

14.  Arthur  Rowland  Junr. 
Gent. 

15.  John  Osmer. 

16.  Thomas  Barnard. 

17.  John  Edwards. 

18.  Henry  Howes. 

19.  Richard  Pilfold. 

20.  Abraham  Newnham. 

21.  Benjamin  Borer. 

22.  Robert  Hedger. 

23.  John  Smith. 

24.  John  Burstow. 
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25.  Henry  Groombridge. 

30- 

John  Wicker  Junr. 

26.  Joshua  Guildford. 

Esq. 

27.  Samuel  Bythewood. 

3i- 

John  Gratwicke. 

28.  John  Tredcroft,  Gent. 

32- 

Arthur  Ingram  Esq. 

29.  Richard  Sayers. 

33- 

John  Wicker  Senr. 

Esq. 

For  Arthur  Ingram  Esq.  : — 

I.  The  Hon.  Henry  Ingram 

15. 

Richard  Pilfold. 

Esq. 

16. 

Abraham  Newnham. 

2.  Henry  Yates  Esq. 

17- 

Benjamin  Borer. 

3.  James  Baker  Esq. 

18. 

Robert  Hedger. 

4.  Richard  Lintot  Gent. 

19. 

John  Smith. 

5.  John  Sanders  Gent. 

20. 

John  Burstow. 

6.  William  Briggs. 

21. 

Henry  Groombridge. 

7.  Samuel  Caffyn. 

22. 

Joshua  Guildford. 

8.  Richard  Curtis. 

23- 

Samuel  Bythewood. 

9.  James  Waller. 

24- 

John  Tredcroft  Gent. 

IO.  William  Ansell. 

25- 

Richard  Sayers. 

11.  Thomas  Waterton. 

26. 

John  Wicker  Junr. 

12.  Arthur  Rowland  Junr. 

Esq. 

Gent. 

27. 

Arthur  Ingram  Esq. 

13.  John  Edwards. 

28. 

John  Wicker  Senr.  Esq 

14.  Henry  Howes. 

An  analysis  of  the  voting  gives  the  following  : — 

For  Eversfield  and  Goring  .  .  .  •  32  votes. 

For  Goring  and  the  Hon.  Arthur  Ingram  .  I  vote. 

For  Eversfield  and  the  Hon.  Arthur  Ingram  .  4  votes. 

For  the  Hon.  Arthur  Ingram  and  Arthur 

Ingram  Esq.  .  .  •  •  28  » 

Total  Votes. 

Eversfield,  36  votes. 

Goring,  33  votes. 

Hon.  Arthur  Ingram,  33  votes. 

Arthur  Ingram,  28  votes. 

Like  the  Return  at  every  preceding  contested  Election  at 
Horsham  this  Return  was  followed  by  a  petition  against  it. 
This  was  presented  on  the  26th  March  1715,  when  the  Hon. 
Arthur  Ingram  alleged  that 
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“  at  the  last  Election  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham  in 
the  County  of  Sussex  the  petitioner,  Arthur  Ingram  Esq., 
Sir  Harry  Goring  Bart.,  and  Charles  Eversfield  Esq., 
were  candidates  ;  that  Richard  Vincent  and  John  Bridger, 
Bailiffs  of  the  said  Borough,  were  very  partial  in  polling 
persons  who  had  no  right  to  vote  for  the  sitting  Members 
and  refused  others  who  had  a  right  of  polling  for  the 
petitioner.  And  the  said  Mr.  Eversfield  and  one  Mr. 
Michell,  Sir  Harry  Goring  and  the  Bailiffs,  with  one  Mr. 
John  Linfield  an  attorney,  agent  for  the  sitting  members, 
were  all  guilty  of  other  illegal  practices  in  obtaining  votes 
for  the  sitting  Members  and  deterred  others  from  voting 
for  the  petitioner  ;  but  notwithstanding  these  practices 
the  petitioner  had  an  equal  number  of  votes  with  Sir 
Harry  Goring  and  therefore  had  an  equal  right  to  be 
returned. 

“  But  if  the  Bailiffs  had  polled  all  the  undoubted  votes 
for  the  petitioner  he  had  a  majority  over  both  the  sitting 
Members  and  ought  to  have  been  returned  with  Arthur 
Ingram  Esq.” 

A  similar  petition  was  presented  by  Arthur  Ingram,  Esq.  It 
was  ordered  by  the  House 

“  that  these  petitions  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
privileges  and  Elections  to  examine  the  matter  thereof 
and  report  the  same  with  their  opinion.”  1 

By  the  subsequent  proceedings  before  the  Committee  which 
commenced  in  June  1715,  it  will  be  seen  into  what  a  tangle  the 
records  and  delineations  of  some  of  the  Burgage  tenements 
had  fallen  by  the  earlier  carelessness  and  later  unscrupulous¬ 
ness  concerning  the  Parliamentary  franchise.  In  addition  to 
the  65  votes  polled,  14  were  tendered,  viz.  10  for  the  petitioners 
and  4  for  the  sitting  Members  ;  yet,  though  these  14  would-be 
voters  came  possessed  of  title-deeds  to  alleged  Burgage  tene¬ 
ments,  one  only  of  them  had  been  presented  by  the  Homage 
at  the  Lords  Court  Baron  ;  the  names  of  the  others  were  not 
on  the  Burgess  Roll,  and  the  Bailiffs,  acting  according  to 
precedent,  rejected  them.  Of  the  79  votes  accepted  and 


1  “Journals  of  the  House  of  Commons.” 
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tendered,  45,  more  than  half,  became  matters  of  dispute  for 
the  Committee  to  deal  with. 

In  the  first  place  the  petitioners  challenged  the  right  of 
the  Bailiffs  to  deny  the  sufficiency  of  the  legal  title  to  Burgage 
property  as  a  voting  qualification,  whilst  the  sitting  Members 
contended  for  the  necessity  of  admission  at  the  Lords  Court 
Baron  according  to  tradition  and  lex  loci.  The  Committee 
were  thus  at  the  outset  forced  to  define  the  right  of  Election 
at  Horsham,  and  they  resolved 

“  That  the  right  of  Election  of  Members  to  serve  in 
Parliament  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham  in  the  County 
of  Sussex  is  in  all  such  persons  as  have  an  estate  of  in¬ 
heritance  or  for  life  in  Burgage  houses  or  Burgage  lands 
lying  within  the  said  Borough.” 

This  resolution  was  never  wholly  satisfactory  to  those 
politically  interested  in  the  Borough.  It  was  regarded  by  all 
as  incomplete,  in  that  it  ignored  that  important  condition 
peculiar  to  Horsham  of  presentment  and  admission  at  the 
Lords  Court,  although  it  had  been  given  in  evidence  to  the 
Committee  by  several  witnesses,  some  of  whom  had  served  as 
Bailiffs,  and  by  one  an  “  ancient  man,”  formerly  Steward 
(who,  in  addition  to  his  own  evidence  gave  the  corroborating 
testimony  of  his  predecessor,  also  a  very  “  ancient  man,” 
upon  his  relinquishment  of  office)  that  for  forty  years  and  more 
immediately  preceding  every  Election,  a  Court  Baron  was 
held  for  the  admission  of  new  Burgesses,  and  that  at  every 
Election  the  Burgess  roll  was  called  over  and  none  other  than 
those  whose  names  were  on  the  roll  ever  did  or  could  vote  for 
Members  to  serve  in  Parliament  or  sign  the  Returns  ;  whilst 
one  witness  only,  Mr.  Wicker,  stated  that  in  his  opinion  all 
Burgesses,  whether  admitted  or  not,  had  the  right  to  vote  ; 
but  he  admitted  that  at  every  Election  the  Burgess  roll  was 
called  over,  and  that  none  but  those  whose  names  were  called 
ever  voted.1 

This  omission  of  the  Committee  to  give  a  direct  ruling  as 
to  the  validity  of  Horsham’s  electoral  peculiarity  was  a  source 
of  much  doubt  and  controversy  later.  In  the  absence  of  any 


1  Voting  at  uncontested  as  well  as  contested  elections  is  here  meant. 
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such  pronouncement,  Counsel  on  both  sides  brought  forward 
the  claims  of  those  who  had  been  refused  admission  at  Court, 
and  whose  votes  had  been  therefore  rejected  by  the  Return¬ 
ing  Officers,  and  the  Committee  proceeded  to  hear  the  claims. 
Of  the  45  votes  and  tenders  in  dispute  the  petitioners  objected 
to  9  of  the  sitting  Members’  votes  and  claimed  to  add  15  votes, 
including  the  10  rejected  ones,  to  their  own  poll ;  whilst  the 
sitting  Members  objected  to  17  of  the  petitioners’  votes  and 
claimed  to  add  4  more  to  their  poll.  All  these  cases  except 
one  turned  upon  the  questions,  either  of  title  to  Burgage 
property  or  of  admission  at  the  Lord’s  Court. 

The  petitioners  first  claimed  to  take  off  the  vote  of  Ralph 
Linfield  from  the  sitting  Members’  poll  and  add  that  of 
Theobald  Michell  to  the  petitioners’  poll.  A  conveyance 
dated  1697  from  Dr.  Robert  Coe  to  John  Linfield  and  his 
heirs  of  a  tenement  yard  and  orchard  gates  and  a  croft 
belonging  situate  in  the  East  Street  was  produced,  and  after¬ 
wards,  in  the  same  deed,  the  gates  were  excepted  out  of  the 
same  deed  and  reserved  to  the  grantor,  Dr.  Coe,  and  his 
heirs.  In  1702  Linfield  conveyed  in  the  same  way  to  Thomas 
Harvey,  and  in  1714  Harvey  conveyed  to  Michell.  Dr.  Coe 
was  presented  at  a  Court  Baron  held  23rd  July  1698  for  this 
one  entire  Burgage.  In  1702  Coe  conveyed  the  gates  to  John 
Linfield,  and  in  1705  John  Linfield  conveyed  the  same  to 
Ralph  Linfield,  who  on  the  10th  April  1705  at  a  Court  Baron, 
was  presented  by  the  Homage  for  the  gates,  being  Burgage 
property,  as  the  owner  thereof.  The  Homage  apportioned 
Ralph  Linfield’s  rent  for  the  gates  at  two  pence,  the  whole 
rent  at  twelve  pence.  It  was  contended  that  the  exception 
of  the  gates  in  the  same  deed  as  that  of  the  grant  thereof 
was  a  void  exception  ;  but  it  was  proved  that  Coe  had  voted 
for  these  gates,  after  having  sold  the  house  and  premises  to 
John  Linfield.  We  do  not  find  that  Theobald  Michell  was 
presented  by  the  Homage. 

The  petitioners  next  claimed  to  take  off  George  Waller 
from  the  sitting  Members’  poll  and  add  George  Booker  to 
their  own  poll.  A  conveyance  dated  the  27th  and  28th 
January  1715  (one  day  before  the  Election)  of  one  entire 
Burgage  tenement  called  Pollard’s  Croft  from  Arthur  Rowland 
to  Booker  for  his  life  was  produced.  The  actual  occupier, 
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Samuel  Chambers,  said  he  was  tenant  to  Rowland,  though  it 
was  proved  Waller  was  in  possession  ;  that  he  had  been 
presented  at  a  Court  Baron  for  the  property,  had  served  as 
Bailiff  by  right  of  the  said  property,  and  had  actually  voted 
for  it  ten  years  or  more  by  right  of  a  prior  conveyance  for  his 
life  from  Arthur  Rowland.  The  sitting  Members  further  dis¬ 
puted  Booker’s  claim  on  the  ground  that  the  conveyance 
from  Rowland  was  dated  after  the  teste  of  the  writ  and  that 
Booker  had  not  been  presented  at  a  Court  Baron. 

The  petitioners  further  claimed  to  take  Robert  Hall,  Jnr., 
from  the  sitting  Members’  poll  and  add  Robert  Hall,  Senr.,  to 
their  own  poll.  From  the  evidence  it  appeared  that  Hall, 
Senr.,  had  been  in  possession  of  the  property  for  thirty  years 
since  the  death  of  his  wife’s  mother  in  1684;  and  since  that 
date  he  had  always  voted  for  it  until  the  last  Election,  when 
the  Bailiffs  refused  his  vote  tendered  for  the  Ingrams  and 
accepted  that  of  his  son  for  Eversfield  and  Goring  because 
the  Homage  at  the  Court  Baron  held  in  October  1714  found 
that  the  premises  ought  to  have  descended  to  Hall,  Junr.,  on 
the  death  of  his  grandmother,  as  the  wife  of  Hall,  Senr.,  had 
predeceased  her  mother,  and  that  as  she  never  held  the  pro¬ 
perty  her  husband  never  had  any  right  to  it. 

The  petitioners  objected  to  the  vote  of  George  Bridger  as 
a  split  vote,  but  it  was  replied  that  the  splitting  was  before 
the  statute  of  1696.  It  was  given  in  evidence  that  Bridger 
had  never  really  owned  the  property  for  which  he  voted,  had 
never  paid  any  consideration  money  for  it,  and  was  under  an 
obligation  to  re-convey  upon  request. 

The  petitioners  next  claimed  to  have  the  vote  of  John 
Reynolds  removed  from  the  sitting  Members’  poll,  and  add 
that  of  Arthur  Ingram,  Esq.,  to  their  own  poll.  Reynolds 
was  Mr.  Eversfield’s  private  barber  and  servant,  'and  an 
absolute  conveyance,  dated  24th  January  1715,  to  him  for 
his  life  from  his  master  of  the  property  for  which  he  voted 
was  produced.  But  it  was  proved  that  the  property  was 
mortgaged  to  Eversfield  only  ten  days  before  the  conveyance 
to  Reynolds,  and  that  the  mortgagee  covenanted  to  re¬ 
convey  in  six  months  upon  payment  of  principal  and  interest 
by  the  mortgagor  John  Hargraves,  the  real  owner.  After 
having  thus  provided  Eversfield  with  the  instrument  for 
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making  a  vote  Hargraves  absolutely  sold  the  premises  to 
Arthur  Ingram,  Esq.,  one  of  the  candidates,  of  Beriby  in 
Yorkshire,  which  was  close  to  Temple  Newsam  and  part  of 
the  estate,  who  undertook  to  pay  off  the  principal  and  interest 
in  due  course.  Eversfield  had  Reynolds  admitted  at  the 
Court  Baron  held  two  days  before  the  Election. 

“  We  (the  Homage)  also  present  that  since  the  last  Court 
Charles  Eversfield  by  deed  24th  January  inst.  infeoffed 
and  confirmed  to  John  Reynolds,  barber,  for  the  term  of 
his  natural  life,  all  that  part  of  a  messuage  and  backside 
in  the  Borough  of  Horsham  within  the  Manor  aforesaid 
in  the  occupation  of  Thomas  Henley  and  lately  purchased 
by  the  said  Charles  Eversfield  of  John  Hargrave,  which 
John  Reynolds  present  here  in  Court  was  admitted  and 
paid  a  relief  of  sixpence.” 

Ingram,  it  will  be  seen,  had  no  chance  of  presentment  ;  Har¬ 
grave  the  mortgagor  and  vendor  voted  at  every  contested 
Election  and  sat  upon  the  Homage  until  October  1714.  The 
amount,  neither  of  the  mortgage  nor  purchase  price  is  stated  ; 
but  it  will  not  strain  the  imagination  to  conclude  that  Hargrave 
was  well  satisfied  with  his  deals. 

The  last  claim  by  the  petitioners  for  the  substitution  of 
votes  for  them  in  the  place  of  votes  for  the  sitting  Members 
was  that  in  which  they  claimed  for  the  removal  of  the  votes 
of  Richard  Vincent  from  the  sitting  Members’  poll,  and  the 
addition  of  John  Aylward  to  the  petitioners’  poll.  Aylward, 
it  was  alleged,  purchased  his  Burgage  from  one  Nathaniel 
Sturt  in  1702  and  voted  in  that  year  and  in  1705,  1707,  and 
1708,  but  it  was  proved  that  Sturt  had  conveyed  to  Aylward 
for  the  purpose  only  of  giving  him  the  vote  and  that  security 
for  reconveyance  was  taken  by  Sturt,  who  in  1713  conveyed 
the  premises  to  John  Bridger,  one  of  the  sitting  Members’ 
supporters.  He  immediately  conveyed  to  Vincent,  who  was 
admitted  at  a  Court  Baron  held  on  the  19th  August  1713. 
Joseph  Lee  was  similarly  objected  to. 

The  Vote  of  John  Middleton,  Esq.,  was  objected  to  as  a 
split  vote.  His  claim  was  based  upon  the  purchase,  in  1710, 
of  a  part  of  a  house,  and  evidence  was  given  that  this  par¬ 
ticular  part  had  never  before  been  voted  for.  The  entry  of 
this  transaction  is  in  the  Court  Rolls,  28th  August  1710  : — 
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“  Also  they  (the  Homage)  present  that  John  Middleton, 
gentleman,  purchased  for  the  term  of  his  natural  life  of 
John  Linfield  all  that  part  of  the  Wonder  or  Talbot  Inn 
in  the  South  St.  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham  aforesaid 
and  holden  of  the  Borough  aforesaid  by  the  yearly  rent 
of  one  penny  and  the  said  John  Middleton  present  in 
Court  was  admitted,  paid  for  relief  one  penny  and  did 
fealty.” 


The  petitioners  proceeded  to  claim  to  add  to  their  poll 

William  Pash.  Thomas  Hussey. 

Arthur  Rowland  Senr.  Edward  Stanford. 

Thomas  Sheppard.  Thomas  Swayne. 

Richard  Curtis  Junr.  John  Hall. 

John  Napper.  Thomas  Pope. 


Of  these,  Pash  was  objected  to  on  the  ground  that  the 
conveyance  of  the  Burgage  tenement  for  which  he  claimed 
was  executed  after  the  teste  of  the  writ. 

Rowland  was  objected  to  for  want  of  a  proper  conveyance 
of  six  Burgages  he  held,  though  his  title  was  not  questioned  ; 
and  it  was  proved  that  Eversfield  had  offered  him  a  consider¬ 
able  sum  of  money  for  the  votes  attached  to  them. 

Sheppard  was  objected  to  for  want  of  identification  of  the 
Burgage  for  which  he  claimed  to  vote. 

Curtis  was  similarly  objected  to.  He  produced  his  con¬ 
veyance  dated  August  1713  from  a  Mr.  Yates  who  had  been 
presented  for  the  premises,  a  meadow  in  the  North  Street ; 
but  the  occupier  of  the  meadow  said  he  had  known  it  for  fifty 
years  and  it  had  never  before  been  voted  for,  though  he  had 
heard  it  was  a  Burgage  tenement.  No  consideration  money 
was  paid  by  Curtis. 

Napper  produced  two  conveyances  for  his  property,  one 
dated  in  1710,  from  Sarah  Somerset  to  him  for  his  own  life, 
the  other,  dated  17 14,  for  his  own  life  if  she  so  long  lived. 
The  Homage  rejected  the  first  conveyance  on  the  ground  that 
Sarah  Somerset  had  no  right  to  convey  beyond  the  limits  of 
her  own  life,  and  the  sitting  Members  contended  that  she  had 
divested  herself  of  her  property  by  the  first  conveyance  and 
that  therefore  nothing  passed  by  the  second. 

The  remaining  five,  Hussey,  Stanford,  Swayne,  Hall,  and 
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Pope  all  claimed  as  before  in  1713  under  the  same  convey¬ 
ances  dated  nth  and  12th  August  1713,  from  Richard  Lintot, 
who  held  five  and  a  half  Burgages.  It  was  objected  that  these 
five  conveyances,  all  made  on  the  same  date,  were  palpably 
fraudulent,  and  that  the  votes  were  split  votes.  The  occupiers 
were  called,  and  they  proved  that  they  were  tenants  of  Lintot 
and  paid  their  rents  to  him. 

The  sitting  Members  first  objected  to  the  vote  of  the  Hon. 
Henry  Ingram  on  the  ground  that  his  title  to  his  Burgage 
tenement  was  not  good. 

They  next  objected  to  the  vote  of  Richard  Lintot  on  the 
ground  that,  having  split  up  his  Burgage  holdings  and  con¬ 
veyed  them  to  others,  he  had  no  distinct  Burgage  left  for 
himself. 

They  further  objected  to  the  vote  of  William  Briggs  who, 
they  alleged,  had  voted  for  the  same  meadow  as  Curtis. 
Further  evidence  in  regard  to  this  proved  that  the  holding 
was  split  into  two  portions  and  the  rent  apportioned  in  1702. 

Richard  Sayers  was  objected  to  as  having  voted  for  the 
house  of  one  Mr.  Goodger.  It  was  proved  by  the  tenant  that 
he  paid  his  rent  to  Goodger,  who  admitted  that  he  had  made 
Sayers  a  fraudulent  claim  to  vote  upon  the  solicitation  of  the 
two  Messrs.  Wicker,  that  he  was  promised  £30  for  doing  so, 
and  that  he  had  security  from  Sayers  to  re-convey. 

Samuel  Caffyn,  Henry  Howes,  Richard  Pilfold,  and  John 
Burstow  were  objected  to  as  voters  under  a  trust,  but  no 
evidence  was  offered. 

Abraham  Newnham,  Benjamin  Borer,  John  Gratwicke, 
Robert  Hedger,  Henry  Groombridge,  Joshua  Guildford,  John 
Wicker,  Jnr.,  and  John  Wicker,  Senr.  The  votes  of  all 
these  were  objected  to  on  the  grounds  either  of  incorrectness 
or  incompleteness  of  the  title-deeds  of  the  voters  to  their 
respective  Burgages.  Only  one  voter,  John  Smith,  was 
objected  to  solely  on  the  ground  of  bribery. 

The  sitting  Members  then  claimed  to  add  the  votes  of 
Phillip  Lutman,  John  Tingler,  Thomas  Bryan,  and  John  Blake. 
All  of  these  produced  title-deeds  to  their  Burgages,  but  none 
had  been  presented  at  the  Lords  Court  Baron. 

We  have  unfortunately  no  record  of  the  decisions  of  the 
Committee  on  the  individual  cases  in  dispute,  but  on  the  whole 
case  they  reported  to  the  House  their  first  resolution  respect- 
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ing  the  right  of  Election  as  given  above,  and  the  following 
resolution  respecting  the  Election  : — 

“  I.  That  Sir  Harry  Goring  is  not  duly  Elected  a  Burgess 
to  serve  in  the  present  Parliament  for  this  Borough.” 

“  2-  That  Charles  Eversfield  Esq.  is  not  duly  Elected 
a  Burgess  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  this 
Borough.” 

“3.  That  the  Hon.  Arthur  Ingram  Esq.  is  duly 
Elected  a  Burgess  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for 
this  Borough.” 

“  4.  That  Arthur  Ingram  Esq.  is  duly  Elected  a 
Burgess  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  this 
Borough.” 

The  House  resolved 

“  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Committee  on 
the  said  resolutions.” 

“  The  said  resolutions  being  severally  read  a  second 
time  were  upon  the  question  severally  put  and  agreed  to 
by  the  House.” 

“  It  was  ordered  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  do  attend 
the  House  tomorrow  morning  to  amend  the  Return  for 
the  Borough  of  Horsham  in  the  County  of  Sussex  by 
rasing  out  the  names  of  Sir  Charles  Goring  and  Charles 
Eversfield  Esq.  and  inserting  the  names  of  the  Hon. 
Arthur  Ingram  Esq.  and  Arthur  Ingram  Esq.  instead 
thereof.” 

“  Resolved  that  John  Linfield,  Attorney  at  law  has 
been  guilty  of  divers  illegal  and  unjustifiable  practices  in 
relation  to  the  late  Election  of  Members  to  serve  in  Par¬ 
liament  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham  in  the  County  of 
Sussex.” 

“  Ordered  that  the  said  John  Linfield  be  for  his  said 
offence  taken  into  custody  of  the  serjeant  at  Arms  attend¬ 
ing  the  House.” 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  excitement  and  fervour  of 
these  times — -when  the  first  Jacobite  rebellion  was  in  full  swing, 
when  the  King  openly  threw  in  his  lot  with  the  Whigs,  and 
the  Tories  were  wholly  excluded  from  the  Royal  favour  ; 
and  when  personal  and  political  animosities  were  acute — 

5  * 
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“  excluded  the  possibilities  of  a  dispassionate  and  unprejudiced 
decision  respecting  the  Horsham  petition.”  Election  petitions 
at  this  time  were  tried  by  Committees  of  the  whole  House 
of  Commons.  The  members  of  these  Committees  were  not 
sworn  to  impartiality  ;  they  could  vote  according  to  their 
political  bias,  and  consequently  could  but  too  often  be  seen 
as  mere  partisans.  “  Principles  were  sacrificed  to  what  was 
considered  the  true  test,  viz.  whether  the  persons  concerned 
were  Whigs  or  Tories.  The  decisions  of  the  Committees 
generally  proving  unfortunate  to  the  opponents  of  the 
Ministry.”  1  The  recent  Election  had  given  the  Whigs  an 
immense  majority  in  the  new  House,  and  with  however  true 
a  standard  the  evidence  may  have  been  weighed  outside,  their 
silence  respecting  the  necessity  of  admission  at  the  Lords 
Court  at  Horsham,  considering  the  use  the  Tory  party  had 
made  of  it,  and  their  verdict  in  regard  to  the  seats  can  have 
caused  no  surprise. 

In  accordance  with  the  Order  of  the  House,  John  Linfield 
was  arrested  and  imprisoned  on  the  16th  June,  the  same  day 
as  the  order  was  issued.  On  the  2nd  July  following 

“  A  petition  of  John  Linfield  Attorney  at  Law  in 
custody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  for  being  guilty  of 
divers  illegal  and  unjustifiable  practices  in  relation  to  the 
late  Election  of  members  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the 
Borough  of  Horsham  in  the  County  of  Sussex,  was  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  House  and  read,  setting  forth  :  That  the 
petitioner  was  on  the  16th  June  last  order’d  to  be  taken 
into  custody.  .  .  .  That  the  petitioner  acknowledged 
his  said  offences  and  begs  pardon  for  the  same.  That  it 
being  term  time,  and  an  issuable  term,  if  his  confinement 
should  be  continued  it  may  prove  very  prejudicial  as 
well  to  the  affairs  of  his  clients  as  to  his  own  and  having 
been  in  custody  now  above  16  days  and  praying  to  be 
discharged  out  of  custody.” 

“  The  House  ordered  that  the  said  John  Linfield  be 
brought  to  the  Bar  of  the  House  on  Monday  morning 
next  in  order  to  his  being  discharged.” 

The  following  quaint  letter  of  one  of  his  sons-in-law  to 
another  throws  an  interesting  light  on  Linfield’s  state  of  mind 

1  Contemporary  MS. 
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during  his  incarceration  and  on  the  steps  taken  for  his  re¬ 
lease  : — 

“  Dear  Brother, 

“  Wee  could  not  move  for  my  father’s  discharge  till 
this  day  when  our  friends  appeared  in  a  body  and  we 
carried  it  by  a  Majority  though  wee  were  opposed.  My 
Father  is  to  appeare  at  the  Barr  of  the  House  on  Monday 
and  to  receive  a  Reprimand,  and  paying  his  fees  is  to  be 
lett  loose  from  &c.  I  heartily  wish  you  joy  of  it  and  am 
not  a  little  pleased  since  wee  carried  it  contrary  to  the 
expectation  and  sattisfaction  of  &c.  My  father  has  been 
very  dull  and  pensive,  but  now  his  heart  is  above  his 
girdle,  and  thinks  to  be  soon  at  Horsham  to  confute  the 
designs  of  &c.  I  suppose  you  have  seen  the  letter  in 
the  ‘  Evening  Post  ’  and  heard  that  the  printer  and 
publisher  are  ordered  to  be  taken  into  the  custody  of  the 
Serjeant-at-Arms  for  it.  Noe  more  at  present  But  with 
mine  and  dear  Bett’s  kinde  love  to  you,  my  sister  and 
neece  I  remain  as  ever 

“  Your  affectionate  Br 

“  Geo  Arnold. 

“  Batemans  2nd  July  1715.  Goodnight  to  you.” 

In  the  “  Journals  of  the  House  of  Commons  ”  we  read,  1 5th 
July  1715  :  11  John  Linfield  Attorney  at  Law  in  custody  of 
the  Serjeant  at  Arms  attending  this  House  was  according  to 
order  brought  to  the  Bar  where  he  upon  his  knees  received 
a  Reprimand  from  Mr.  Speaker  and  was  discharged  out  of 
custody  paying  his  fees.” 

A  further  letter  from  Geo.  Arnold  to  Thomas  Parham  gives 
the  finale  of  John  Linfield’s  encounter  with  the  Speaker 

4 

“  Dear  Brother, 

“  This  comes  to  wish  you  and  my  Dear  Sister  joy 
of  my  father’s  being  discharged  which  was  this  day,  for 
yesterday  wee  could  not  effect  it.  The  speaker  gave  him 
a  long  Reprimand  and  which  I  will  tell  you  when  I  next 
have  the  happiness  to  see  you.  My  dear  Bett  and  I  shall 
stay  in  London  10  daies  longer  (if  not  more)  for  wee  have 
not  yet  finished  our  matters  which  wee  were  in  hopes  to 
have  done  and  mett  you  att  Horsham,  but  feare  this 
Badd  weather  will  prevent  my  sister  and  neices  being 
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there.  However  would  not  have  it  prevent  your  going 
to  see  my  father  who,  God  be  praised,  is  very  merry  and 
hearty  now.  He  goes  home  tomorrow  in  order  to  see  his 
friends  at  the  faire.  I  have  bought  all  Mr.  Eversfield’s 
goods  that  were  in  Towne  which  I  hope  has  saved  me 
some  charge  ;  I  shall  long  to  bee  in  the  Country.  My 
wife  has  not  seen  one  of  the  Harveys  since  she  has  been 
here.  I  saw  Mrs.  Roseiter  who  enquired  after  your 
healths.  Mrs.  Toure  cannot  goe  on  with  my  sister’s 
cloathes  till  she  has  her  stayes  and  the  length  of  her 
Petticoate,  soe  desire  it  may  be  sent  the  first  oppor¬ 
tunity,  noe  more  att  present  but  with  our  hearty  wishes 
for  your  Healths  And  all  Due  Love  and  Servis. 

“  I  remaine 

“  Yor  ever  loving  Brother 
“  Geo  Arnold. 

“  London  5 th  July  1715.” 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  Party  politics  influenced  and 
probably  caused  the  first  contested  Election  at  Horsham, 
but  the  cross  voting  then  and  in  1705  shows  that  the  Bur¬ 
gesses,  at  that  time  mostly  independent,  were  not  almost 
wholly  divided  into  Whigs  and  Tories,  as  they  were  at  the 
Election  of  January  1715.  The  division  of  the  Horsham 
Burgesses  at  this  Election  closely  coincides  with  that  of  the 
Horsham  freeholders  who  voted  for  Knights  of  the  Shire  for 
the  County  of  Sussex  at  the  Election  held  at  Lewes  in  Sep¬ 
tember  1713.  Of  the  65  Burgess  voters  for  the  Borough, 
5  only  split  their  votes,  the  Tories  obtaining  69  votes  and  the 
Whigs  61  votes.  Of  the  91  freehold  voters  .for  the  county, 
5  also  split  their  votes,  the  Tories  obtaining  97  votes  and  the 
Whigs  85  votes.1  It  appears,  therefore,  from  the  poll-books  of 
both  Elections  that  the  two  parties  at  Horsham  were  nearly 
balanced,  and  certainly,  therefore,  a  subsequent  compromise 
in  1721  by  which  Eversfield  and  Ingram  each  took  a  seat 
would  have  been  more  equitable  in  1715  than  both  the  par¬ 
tiality  of  the  Bailiffs,  Bridger  and  Vincent,  who  returned  the 
two  Tories,  and  the  subsequent  contrary  decision  of  the  House 
of  Commons  Committee  who,  upon  petition,  seated  the  two 
Whigs. 


1  B.M.  Add.  MSS.  39290 


CHAPTER  IV. 


Early  Family  Influence — Lord  Irwin  Captures  the  Borough — Whig 
Influence — The  Irwin  Domination — An  Amateur  Survey. 

After  this  contest  the  proprietors  of  the  two  prevailing 
interests,  Eversfield  and  the  Ingrams,  came  to  an  amicable 
understanding  with  regard  to  the  representation  of  the 
Borough,  and  made  arrangements  accordingly.  Each  party, 
in  view  of  the  political  importance  of  the  Bailiffs  as  Returning 
Officers,  nominated  one  Bailiff,  and  each  took  one  seat  in 
Parliament.  The  Burgesses,  the  greater  number  of  whom 
were  still  independent,  seem  to  have  acquiesced  in  these 
arrangements,  appreciative,  perhaps,  of  the  calm  after  the 
storm  and  unsuspicious  of  any  danger  to  their  rights  and 
privileges  that  lurked  therein  ;  the  eagerness  to  get  on  the 
Burgess  roll  subsided,  few  Courts  were  held  for  the  admission 
of  new  Burgesses,  and  when  the  Hon.  Arthur  Ingram  suc¬ 
ceeded  to  the  peerage  upon  the  death,  in  1721,  of  his  brother 
Richard,  the  5th  Lord  Irwin,  Charles  Eversfield,  unopposed, 
took  his  vacated  seat  in  the  House,  and  sat  with  Arthur 
Ingram  until  the  dissolution  in  1722.  At  the  general  Election 
of  that  year  the  Horsham  Election  took  place  on  the  21st 
March,  when  the  Hon.  Henry  Ingram,  brother  and  heir- 
apparent  to  the  new  Lord  Irwin,  and  Charles  Eversfield  were 
returned  unopposed.  Upon  the  succession  of  Henry  Ingram 
to  the  Peerage  as  7th  Lord  Irwin  in  1736  the  seat  was  taken 
by  his  brother,  Col.  Charles  Ingram,  who  was  elected  un¬ 
opposed  on  the  7th  February  1736.  For  eight  successive 
Parliaments,  from  1705  to  1741,  Charles  Eversfield  was 
returned  Member  for  one  of  the  seats,  whilst  also  for  eight 
successive  Parliaments,  from  1715  t°  I7^3>  members  of  the 
Ingram  family  took  the  other  seat.  The  combined  hold  upon 
the  seats  was  doubtless  further  strengthened  by  the  fact  that 
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these  two  families  within  this  period  had  become  connected 
by  marriage. 

By  these  arrangements  and  by  this  division  of  spoils 
between  these  two  powerful  families  the  independence  of  the 
Burgesses  of  Horsham  was  doomed.  Such  life  and  vigour  as 
it  had  shown  in  the  few  contested  Elections  between  1701  and 
1715  gave  their  last  outward  and  visible  sign  on  the  25th 
April  1716,  when  we  read  1 

“  A  petition  of  the  Bailiffs,  Burgesses,  Freeholders, 
and  Inhabitants  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham  was  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  House  and  read  against  the  engrossed  Bill 
from  the  Bills  intituled  ‘  The  Act  for  enlarging  the  time 
for  continuance  of  Parliaments  appointed  by  an  Act 
made  in  the  sixth  year  of  the  Reign  of  King  William 
and  Queen  Mary  intituled  “  An  Act  for  the  frequent 
calling  and  meeting  of  Parliament  ”  ’  setting  forth  that 
they  look  upon  the  said  Bill  as  overturning  the  Constitu¬ 
tion  and  an  infringement  of  their  liberties.” 

The  Act  of  1716  called  the  Septennial  Act  superseded  the 
Act  of  the  6th  William  III.,  1694.  It  extended  the  maximum 
duration  of  Parliaments  from  three  to  seven  years,  and  was 
passed  by  the  Whigs,  in  their  alarm  caused  by  the  recent 
rebellion,  to  secure  themselves  in  Parliament  as  well  as  the 
Hanoverian  succession  to  the  throne.  There  were  many 
other  petitions  against  the  Act  from  other  parts  of  the  King¬ 
dom,  and  all  except  the  one  from  Horsham  were  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table  ;  but  the  “  House  taking  offence  at  an  ex¬ 
pression  in  that  of  Horsham  ‘  That  they  looked  upon  it  as  an 
overturning  of  the  Constitution  and  an  infringement  of  their 
liberties  ’  rejected  the  Petition.”  2 

“  A  motion  being  made,  and  the  question  being  put, 
*  That  the  petition  be  rejected  ’ 

“  The  House  divided. 


The  yeas  go  forth. 
Tellers  for  the  yeas  : — 


1  “Journals  of  the  House  of  Commons.” 

2  Cobbett,  “  Parliamentary  History,”  Vol.  VII.,  p.  374. 
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Tellers  for  the  noes  : — 

Mr.  Fuller  ] 

Mr.  Rowney 

“  So  it  was  decided  in  the  affirmative.”  1 


In  1723  another  enquiry  into  the  state  of  the  Borough  was 
instituted. 

“  Borough  of  Horsham. 

“  Articles  to  be  enquired  into  by  a  Jury  of  Burgesses 
at  a  Court  of  Survey  holden  for  the  said  Borough  and 
Manor  the  19th  day  of  October  1723.” 

Among  the  items  to  be  enquired  into  are  : — 

“8.  To  enquire  and  present  what  messuages,  lands, 
tenements  or  hereditaments  are  holden  of  the  Borough 
of  Horsham,  and  by  what  rents  and  duties  and  services 
the  same  are  holden,  and  whether  any  or  what  rents  are 
behind  and  in  arrear  to  the  Lord,  and  who  are  the  true 
owners  or  reputed  owners  of  the  said  messuages,  land§, 
tenements  and  hereditaments,  and  what  estate  or  estates 
have  they  or  do  they  claim  to  have  in  the  same  messuages, 
lands,  tenements  and  hereditaments,  and  at  what  time 
or  at  what  term  are  these  rents  payable.” 

“  9.  To  enquire  and  present  how  many  Burgages  are 
within  or  belonging  unto  the  said  Borough,  and  where 
the  lands,  tenements,  or  hereditaments  holden  by  Bur¬ 
gage  tenure  of  the  said  Manor  or  Borough  are  situate, 
lying  or  being,  and  what  is  the  true  quantity  of  the  said 
lands  and  tenements  or  hereditaments  so  holden  by 
Burgage  tenure,  and  the  boundaries  thereof.”  , 

“  10.  To  enquire  and  present  what  Burgage  tenures  have 
been,  to  your  knowledge,  information  or  belief,  divided 
and  by  whom  ;  how  many  Burgesses  have  been  anciently 
within  the  said  Borough,  and  how  many  there  are  now  ; 
and  whether  those  that  hold  half  Burgages,  quarter 
Burgages,  and  other  petty  Burgages  ought  to  have  equal 
privileges  within  the  said  Borough  with  those  that  hold 

1  “Journals  of  the  House  of  Commons.” 
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whole  and  entire  Burgages  and  not  divided  ;  and  if  such 
dividing  of  Burgages  be  not  a  great  prejudice,  and  to 
whom,  how,  and  wherein.” 

The  answer  of  the  Jury  was  : — 

“  To  the  eighth,  ninth  and  tenth  we  say  that,  not  having 
the  ancient  rentals,  Court  books,  and  rolls  of  the  said 
Manor,  we  cannot  make  a  regular  presentment  to  several 
of  those  articles,  but  believe  that  all  Burgages  which 
were  before  the  seventh  and  eighth  William  tertio  ”  (the 
splitting  Act)  “  against  splitting  of  votes  have  equal 
votes  and  rights  with  the  whole  Burgages.” 

It  may  be  noticed  that  this  survey  does  not  purport  to 
have  been  made  by  “  virtue  of  a  warrant  ”  from  the  Lord  of 
the  Borough,  as  was  the  survey  of  1611.  The  enquiry  is  by 
a  Jury  of  Burgesses,  and  whether  it  was  instigated  by  the 
independent  Burgesses  in  an  effort  to  save  their  independence, 
or  by  Eversfield  and  Ingram  to  strengthen  their  now  united 
interests,  we  have  not  found.  There  may  be  some  significance 
in  the  fact  that  the  Jury  had  not  the  ancient  rentals  and 
Court  books  by  which,  perhaps,  answers  to  the  articles  might 
have  been  found.  The  omission  perhaps  suggests  that  the 
Lord  Paramount  did  not  countenance  the  proceedings.  There 
is  greater  significance  in  the  fact  that  Henry  Ingram  and 
Eversfield,1  both  of  whom  were  at  the  time  sitting  as  Members 
for  the  Borough,  and  many  of  their  chief  supporters,  Thomas 
Parham,  Richard  Curtis,  James  Baker,  and  others,  were  on 
this  Jury,  of  whom  Ingram  was  foreman  ;  for  it  was  in  or 
about  this  year  that  Eversfield  and  the  Ingrams  at  the  con¬ 
summation  of  that  happy  agreement  after  1715  as  to  the 
representation  of  the  Borough,  by  virtue  of  their  high  social 
and  economic  position,  their  powerful  hold  upon  the  Courts 
and  their  fine  disregard  of  the  humbler  Burgesses,  between 
themselves  settled  the  fate  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham  for 
over  one  hundred  years. 

“  In  or  about  the  year  1723  ”  Charles  Eversfield,  for  the 
sum  of  £ 6000  (£1000  of  which  was  then  paid  to  him)  contracted 

1  From  the  fact  that  Eversfield  at  this  time  also  was  Steward  to  the  Court 
Baron  and  ought  to  have  been  able  to  produce  the  Court  books  and  rolls,  a 
further  significance  may  perhaps  be  deduced. 
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to  convey  to  Arthur  Lord  Irwin  twenty  Horsham  Burgages. 
This  contract,  however,  was  not  then  concluded,  and  for  two 
very  good  reasons  :  on  the  one  hand,  Eversfield  did  not  at 
that  time  own  so  many  Burgages  though  doubtless  his  influence 
extended  to  them  ;  on  the  other  hand,  Lord  Irwin  had  not 
the  necessary  cash  at  his  disposal  to  complete  the  purchase  ; 
he  became  involved  in  financial  difficulties  which  jeopardised 
the  whole  business  and  delayed  it  to  the  end  of  his  life.  We 
have  then,  at  this  critical  period  in  the  political  fortunes  of 
the  Borough,  both  the  serious  and  the  comic  situation  :  that 
of  the  political  birthright  of  the  Burgesses  of  Horsham  being 
sold  over  their  heads,  not  in  little  portions  as  Lintott  sold  it 
in  1713  and  1714,  but  the  whole,  lock,  stock,  and  barrel  (as 
we  shall  soon  see),  by  one  gentleman  who  was  unable  to 
deliver  the  goods,  to  another  gentleman,  financially  down  at 
heel  and  quite  unable  to  pay  for  his  bargain. 

In  this  bargain  both  Isabella  Lady  Irwin,  Lord  Irwin’s 
mother,  and  Henry  Ingram,  his  brother  and  heir-apparent, 
now  sitting  as  Member  for  the  Borough,  took  an  interest.1 
Lady  Irwin  advanced  the  money  for  the  initial  purchase,  and, 
by  arrangement  with  Lord  Irwin,  Henry  Ingram  was  to  live 
at  Hills  rent  free  and  to  receive  the  income  from  the  estate 
in  return  for  nursing  the  Constituency,  “  to  keep  ye  house  in 
repair  and  be  ye  better  enabled  to  carry  on  ye  interests  of 
ye  Burrough  by  living  at  ye  house.”  The  business  altogether 
produced  much  family  and  financial  unpleasantness  ;  Lord 
Irwin  and  Mr.  Eversfield  were  continually  wrangling  about  it, 
and  during  Lord  Irwin’s  life  the  balance  of  his  debt  to  Evers¬ 
field  on  account  of  these  Burgages  and  others  increased  from 
£5000  to  £7000. 

When  Henry  Ingram  succeeded  to  the  Peerage  as  7th 
Lord  Irwin,  upon  the  death  of  his  brother  Arthur  in  1736,  he 
called  upon  Eversfield  to  fulfil  his  contract.  In  order  to  do 
this  Eversfield  purchased  three  plural  Burgage  holdings,  viz. 
“Rowlands,”  held  by  the  rent  of  six  shillings;  “Yates,” 

1  On  the  30th  September  1731,  Henry  Ingram  writes  to  his  agent  in  London: 
“  My  Lady  &  Myself  desire  you’ll  be  so  good  as  to  buy  us  one  ticket  in  ye  lottery 
it  is  for  a  joint  present  to  my  Lord  in  hopes  of  a  prize  towards  paying  Charles 

Ev _ -d.  My  Lady  wou’d  have  us  give  him  each  of  us  one,  but  at  present  I 

can  afford  no  more.” 
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held  by  the  rent  of  two  shillings  and  threepence  ;  and  “  Sturts,” 
called  “  Gillhams,”  held  by  the  rent  of  three  shillings.  With 
these  and  other  Burgages  Eversfield  eventually  discharged 
his  obligation.  The  gross  annual  rental  (not  the  Burgage 
rental)  of  these  twenty  Burgages  was  £75,  and  the  nett  annual 
value  was  reckoned  at  £60.  The  difference  between  the  £60 
and  the  interest  the  purchase  price  of  the  properties  would 
produce  at  5  per  cent,  per  annum  shows  the  estimated  value 
of  these  Burgages  as  a  political  investment  to  be  four  or  five 
times  their  intrinsic  value. 

Rowlands  holding,  which  appears  No.  32  in  the  survey  of 
1 61 1,  reappears  in  the  rental  of  1686.  ‘‘Arthur  Rowland 
Gent,  sonne  of  John  Rowland  deceased,  houldes  as  above-said 
a  parcell  of  meadow  land  conteyning  by  estimacion  seaven 
acres  lyeing  in  the  East  Streete  in  Horsham,  formerly  Bisshopps 
and  afterwards  Seales,  being  six  entire  Burgages,  and  payeth 
therefore  yearely  VI  s.”  In  the  1701,  1705,  1713,  and  1715 
Elections  this  plural  holding  gave  one  vote  only,  for  although 
it  is  stated  in  the  1611  survey  and  the  1686  Rental  to  be  six 
whole  Burgages,  these  had  in  ancient  times  merged  into  one 
estate,  their  several  boundaries  had  been  entirely  obliterated 
and  all  traces  of  them  lost.  This  estate,  Rowland  in  1737, 
conveyed  to  John  Middleton  and  Charles  Eversfield,  who 
immediately  granted  it  back  on  lease  for  10,000  years  to  Row¬ 
land  at  a  peppercorn  rent,  the  plain  meaning  of  which  is  that 
Rowland  retained  possession  of  his  property  exactly  as  before, 
but  not  of  the  vote  ;  Middleton  and  Eversfield  reserved  this 
to  themselves  in  the  legal  ownership  of  the  freehold.  The 
other  plural  holdings  were  served  in  the  same  way.  Middleton 
and  Eversfield  then  conveyed  the  freeholds  of  these  Burgages, 
containing,  of  course,  the  artfully  extracted  political  essence, 
to  Mr.  Dickenson,  Lord  Irwin’s  Steward. 

By  the  completion  of  this  contract  on  the  26th  July  1737 
Eversfield  sold  out  of  political  stock,  and  the  Ingram  family, 
having  captured  the  Eversfield  interest  and  influence,  immed¬ 
iately  set  about  making  both  of  the  Horsham  seats  unassail- 
ably  secure  in  their  possession. 

Lord  Irwin  at  once  converted  his  newly-acquired  posses¬ 
sions  to  his  own  advantage.  Rowland’s  Burgage  holding  he 
divided  into  six  equal  parts  and  granted  them  to  bogus  tenants 
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as  six  Burgages  without  ascertaining  the  original  site  of  each 
Burgage  ;  this  was  impossible,  but  was  necessary  in  order  to 
give  to  these  tenants  their  proper  legal  qualification  for  their 
votes.  The  other  plural  holdings  were  treated  in  the  same 
way.  By  thus  splitting  these  holdings  into  a  sufficient  number 
of  parts  and  giving  a  vote,  notwithstanding  its  illegality,  to 
each  part  ;  by  this  wholesale  violation  of  the  splitting  Act  of 
1696  ;  and  by  the  purchase  of  more  Burgages  by  Lord  Irwin, 
the  independent  Burgesses  of  Horsham  were  outnumbered 
by  Lord  Irwin’s  faggot-voters,  were  deprived  of  their  powers 
of  resistance,  and  reduced  to  their  last  gasp.  On  the  27th 
September  1738  a  Court  Baron  was  held  and  subsequent 
Courts  were  held,  the  records  of  which  show,  in  the  quaint 
language  of  the  time,  not  only  the  legal  transfer  of  these 
skeleton  but  potent  properties,  but  also,  reading  between  the 
lines,  the  exit  of  the  Eversfield  family  from  Horsham’s  poli¬ 
tical  control  and  the  stepping  of  the  Ingram  family  into  their 
possessions  and  influence  ;  the  complete,  final,  and  irrevoc¬ 
able  loss  of  the  political  independence  and  freedom  of  the 
Borough,  and  its  deliverance  in  bondage  to  an  individual — 
Henry,  7th  Viscount  Lord  Irwin  of  Temple  Newsam,  York¬ 
shire,  and  of  Hills  Place,  Horsham— who  now,  registered  by 
these  Courts,  became  its  first  sole  political  proprietor,  private 
patron,  and  dictator. 

This  capture  of  a  Tory  seat  by  Lord  Irwin  was  regarded 
by  Isabella  Lady  Irwin,  his  mother,  as  “ye  best  feather  in 
your  Lordship’s  cap,”  and  evidently,  too,  it  gave  satisfaction 
to  people  higher  up  the  social  ladder  than  she,  for,  writing  in 
1736  to  Lady  Irwin,  just  before  he  succeeded  to  the  Peerage, 
in  reference  to  the  difficulties  attending  the  negotiations, 
Henry  Ingram  says  : — 

“  The  noise  will  not  be  small  shou’d  ye  Bargain  go  of 
(off),  for  by  an  accident  both  King  and  Queen  know  that 
My  Lord  has  bought  Mr.  Eversfield’s  share  of  the  Borrough 
and  are  well  pleas’d  with  it.  I  am  sorry  you  have  so 
much  trouble  upon  this  affair ;  was  I  in  m^  Lord  s 
place  I  should  think  myself  highly  obliged  to  you  for  so 
good  an  offer  as  you  have  made  him,  and  indeed  if  he 
does  not  accept  of  it  he’ll  hardly  get  himself  of  with 
honor.” 
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The  capture  of  the  Borough  by  Lord  Irwin  involved  the 
introduction  of  a  new  kind  of  Burgess,  for  at  the  Court 
Baron  held  on  the  27th  September  1738  among  the  eighteen 
new  grantees  admitted  to  his  newly-acquired  properties, 
besides  genuine  Horsham  yeomen,  and  tradesmen  such  as 
John  Inkpen,  clockmaker  ;  Alexander  Luxford,  saddler  ;  and 
William  Puttock,  carpenter  (all  of  Horsham)  ;  and  John 
Meredew,  Lord  Irwin’s  gardener  at  Hills  ;  all  of  whom  had 
genuine  interests  in  the  Borough  ;  besides  these  we  find  the 
names  of  Edward  Dickenson,  Lord  Irwin’s  Steward,  who 
lived  at  Carey  Street,  in  London  ;  William  Bracebrook,  of 

- ,  in  the  County  of  Yorkshire,  yeoman ;  Alexander 

Strachen,  of  Hampstead,  Esquire  ;  Richard  Truelove,  of  the 
Parish  of  St.  George  the  Martyr,  in  the  County  of  Middlesex, 
upholder ;  1  John  Twine,  citizen  and  salter  of  London  ; 
James  Pattison,  of  the  Parish  of  St.  George  the  Martyr  in  the 
County  of  Middlesex,  tanner ;  George  Walker,  of  St.  Martins- 
in-the-Fields,  in  the  County  of  Middlesex,  coachmaker  ;  and 
Ellis  Rackett,  in  the  Parish  of  St.  Anne  in  the  Liberty  of 
Westminster,  tailor.  These  last  six  Burgesses  were  all  made 
by  conveyances  dated  the  10th  and  nth  August  1738  to 
them  from  Edward  Dickenson  for  the  lives  either  of  himself 
or  the  grantees  of  the  Burgage  holding,  Rowlands,  con¬ 
veyed  to  him  on  the  preceding  4th  and  5th  July.  After¬ 
wards  we  find  Lord  Irwin  nominating  as  Horsham  Burgesses 
Mr.  Ingram’s  servant,  Joseph  Tett ;  Mr.  Ingram’s  servant, 
Thomas  Tuke  ;  Mr.  Parson’s  2  servant,  John  Wilson  ;  Mr. 
Ramsden’s  3  servant,  Joseph  Atherton ;  Mr.  Swiney’s 4 
servant,  James  Dawson. 

We  have  found  no  expression  of  the  Horsham  Burgesses 
or  residents  on  the  introduction  of  this  new  bundle  of  Tinker 
and  Tailor  faggot-voters  into  the  Borough.  We  do  not  know 
whether  the  Horsham  Burgesses  secured  enough  favours  from 
Hills  through  Mr.  Dickenson  and  Meredew  to  reconcile  them 
to  the  acceptance  of  Lord  Irwin’s  London  tradesmen  and  his 
friends’  servants  as  brother  Burgesses — and  also  doubtless  as 
an  intimation  that  any  attempted  interference  with  his  domina- 


1  Upholsterer. 
3  Ditto  (?). 


2  Cousin  to  the  Ingrams. 
4  Ditto  (?). 
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tion  of  the  Borough  could  not  be  successful ;  we  also  do  not 
know  whether  the  other  Horsham  people,  who  were  unable  to 
secure  Burgages  and  were  forced  to  stand  aside  and  see  these 
strangers,  Londoners  and  others  from  a  far  distance,  come  down 
and  take  the  political  bread  out  of  their  mouths,  were  active 
in  their  resentment  or  articulate  in  their  impotence  ;  but  the 
object  of  this  action  and  of  previous  and  subsequent  actions 
must  have  been  obvious  to  them  ;  they  must  have  known 
why  there  had  been  no  contested  Election  at  Horsham  since 
1715  ;  they  must  have  recognised,  in  these  strange  usurpers 
of  their  rights,  mere  instruments  for  keeping  Horsham’s  seats 
in  Parliament  firmly  to  Lord  Irwin  and  his  heirs  ;  and  they 
must  also  further  have  seen  that  they  had  no  prospect  of 
effective  voices  of  their  own  at  any  Election,  contested  or 
uncontested,  at  Horsham.  Withal  they  might  have  seen  that 
in  the  right  they  once  had  to  elect  Members  to  Parliament 
they  held  the  countercheck  to  Lord  Irwin’s  newly-acquired 
right  to  impose  them  ;  that  right  they  had  now  lost  for  ever. 
To  Lord  Irwin  belonged  wholly  and  solely  the  power  to 
determine  without  reference  to  the  Burgesses  or  people  of 
Horsham,  who  should  occupy  its  seats  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  No  special  blame  attaches  to  the  Burgesses  of 
Horsham  for  their  loss.  Most  of  the  other  Boroughs  were 
captured  in  one  way  or  another,  and  some  of  them  which 
retained  their  right  put  so  base  a  value  upon  it  that  it  was 
less  discreditable  to  lose  it  than  to  use  it  j  e.g.  the  Borough 
of  Shoreham,  a  case  to  which  we  shall  have  occasion  to  refer 
later. 

By  this  time  the  character  of  seats  in  the  House  of  Commons 
had  very  much  altered  from  their  original  nature.  As  weapons 
of  political  use  to  the  Throne  and  the  aristocracy ;  as  objects 
of  social  advantage  to  the  smaller  landloid  class  and  the  mer¬ 
chants  of  the  large  Cities  and  Towns j  and  as  a  means  to  pre¬ 
ferment  by  ambitious  lawyers,  they  acquired  a  market  value  , 
they  were  bought  and  sold  like  merchandise  and  became 
objects  and  subjects  of  expert  Borough-mongers.  Their 
worth  as  commercial  speculations  had,  in  recent  years,  been 
much  enhanced,  first  by  the  Septennial  Act  of  1716,  which 
lengthened  the  maximum  duration  of  Parliaments  from  three 
to  seven  years,  and  then  by  an  action  of  the  House  of  Lords 
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in  1729  which  added  to  a  Bill  against  bribery  and  corruption 
at  Elections,  a  clause  setting  out  that 

“  such  votes  shall  be  deemed  to  be  legal  which  have  been 
so  declared  by  the  last  determination  of  the  House 
of  Commons ;  which  last  determination  concerning  any 
County,  Shire,  City,  Borough,  Cinque  Port  or  Place  shall 
be  final  to  all  intents  and  purposes  whatsoever,  any  usage 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.” 

This  amendment  and  the  Bill  were  accepted  by  the  Commons, 
and  fixed  the  right  and  method  of  Election  for  all  such  Con¬ 
stituencies  as  had  come,  and  should  come,  before  it  with  a 
dispute.  It  therefore  retrospectively  applied  to  Horsham, 
making  the  resolution  of  1715  absolute.  By  these  Acts, 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  who  purchased  their  seats 
saw  at  least  the  probability  of  greater  length  and  security  of 
their  occupancy  ;  whilst  proprietors  like  Lord  Irwin  saw  all 
possibility  of  attack  upon  their  monopoly,  whether  by  unen¬ 
franchised  inhabitants  or  by  outsiders,  reduced  to  a  minimum. 

Nevertheless,  no  opportunity  was  lost  by  Lord  Irwin  of 
further  strengthening  his  position.  Between  1736  and  1743 
he  bought  Burgage  holdings  representing  nearly  twenty  more 
votes,  and  increased  his  inherited  financial  liabilities  on  account 
of  his  Burgage  property  in  Horsham  to  about  £9000  at  a  time 
when  the  rateable  value  of  the  whole  Borough  was  only  about 
£830. 1  A  list  of  Burgesses  frequently  revised  in  which,  of 
course,  appeared  the  names  of  the  new  grantees  to  the  Irwin 
Burgages,  duly  admitted  at  the  Lords  Court  and  otherwise 
was  constantly  kept  under  his  review.  Lord  Irwin  must  have 
read  his  Horsham  Parliamentary  barometer  With  mixed  feel¬ 
ings,  for  though  politically  speaking  it  was  permanently  set 
fair,  yet  financially  it  registered  very  heavy  clouds. 

We  have  before  us  Lord  Irwin’s  list  of  Burgesses  for  1739, 
of  which  we  give  a  copy. 

“  A  list  of  the  Burgesses  of  Horsham  and  what  they 
respectively  pay  made  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1739. 
Richard  Curtis  and  John  Meredew  Bailiffs.” 


1  In  1733  a  6d.  rate  for  the  repair  of  the  Church  produced  from  the  Borough 
£ 20  14s.  6d.  =  £829. 
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The  Heirs  of  James  Baker,  Gent.,  for  half  a  Burgage  and  a 
portion  . 

James  Ingram,  Clerk,  for  a  whole  Burgage  .... 
Mr.  Thomas  Parham,  for  a  portion  ..... 

Edward  Stanford,  for  a  portion . 

John  Wicker,  Junr.,  Esq.,  for  a  Burgage  .... 

James  Pilfold,  Gent.,  for  half  a  Burgage  .... 

Richard  Williamson,  for  a  Burgage  and  half 

Willm.  Puttock,  Carpenter,  for  a  portion  .... 

Thomas  James,  Yeoman,  a  portion  ..... 

The  Heirs  of  Willm.  Ansell,  for  a  portion  .... 

Joseph  Thresh,  for  a  portion  ...... 

Samuel  Bryan,  for  a  portion  ...... 

Young  Wills,  Esq.,  of  Goring,  for  half  a  Burgage  . 

Chas.  Eversfield,  Esq.,  for  a  portion  ..... 

The  Right  Hon.  Lord  Viscount  Irwin,  for  a  portion 
George  Holmes  of  Horsham,  Cutler,  for  a  portion  .  . 

John  Pope  of  Horsham,  Tanner,  for  a  Burgage 

The  Heirs  of  Thomas  Waterton,  for  half  a  Burgage 

Edward  Moore,  for  half  a  Burgage  ..... 

Sir  Charles  Goring,  for  a  Burgage  and  half  .... 

James  Waller,  for  a  portion  ...... 

Mr.  Filewood  in  right  of  his  wife,  late  Widow  Bird,  for  half 
a  Burgage  ........ 

The  Heirs  of  Richd.  Luxford,  for  two  Burgages  . 

Nicholas  Goodjer,  for  a  portion  ...... 

The  Heirs  of  John  Chasemore,  for  a  portion 

The  Heirs  of  Robt.  Hurst,  for  a  portion  .... 

William  Ede,  John  Carpenter,  John  Inkpen,  for  three  Bur¬ 
gages  . 

The  Heirs  of  Edwd.  Proctor,  for  two  Burgages 

Charles  Habgood,  for  half  a  Burgage.  ..... 

John  Groom,  for  a  portion  ...... 

John  Reynolds,  for  a  portion  ...... 

The  Heirs  of  Willm.  Woodman,  for  a  portion 

Thos.  Somersett,  for  a  Burgage  ...... 

Henry  Pope,  for  a  Burgage  ...... 

The  Heirs  of  Samuel  Caffyn,  for  a  portion  .... 

John  Weller,  for  a  portion  ...... 

Willm.  Breeksbank,  for  a  portion  ..... 

The  Heirs  of  Calver  Bristow,  for  a  portion  .... 

Thomas  Powell,  Clerk,  Geo.  Lollen,  Gent.,  and  ....  for 

half  a  Burgage  and  half  a  portion  of  a  Burgage  called 
Grandfords  ........ 

The  Heirs  of  Henry  Yates,  Esq.,  for  the  Goal  Mead,  two 
Burgages,  and  a  half  ....... 

William  White,  Gent.,  for  a  portion  ..... 
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Alexander  Luxford,  for  a  portion  .  .  .  .  .03 

The  Heirs  of  John  Wicker,  Esq.,  for  a  Burgage  .  .  .10 

Richard  Curtis,  for  a  portion  .  .  .  .  .  .03 

Willm.  Pinder  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .02 

The  Heirs  of  Willm.  Briggs,  for  a  portion  .  .  .  .03 

Charles  Ingram,  Esq.,  for  a  portion  .  .  .  .  .03 

Edward  Tredcroft,  Esq.,  for  a  Burgage  and  half  .  .  .16 

Henry  Griffith,  for  half  a  Burgage  .  .  .  .  .06 

Henry  Groombridge,  for  half  a  Burgage  .  .  .  .06 

John  Smith,  for  two  portions  .  .  .  .  .  .04 

James  Briggs,  for  half  a  Burgage  .  .  .  .  .06 

The  Heirs  of  Samuel  Bythewood,  for  a  portion  .  .  .02 

John  Meredew,  for  a  portion  .  .  .  .  .  .02 

The  Heirs  of  Harry  Howes,  for  half  a  Burgage  .  .  .06 

Henry  Lintott,  Esq.,  for  a  Burgage  .  .  .  .  .10 

The  Heirs  of  John  Linfield,  for  two  portions  .  .  .04 

John  Middleton,  Esq.,  for  a  portion  .  .  .  .  .01 

Thomas  Parham,  Gent.,  for  a  portion  .... 

Arthur  Rowland,  Junr.,  for  a  Burgage  .  .  .  (sic)  o  3 

Edward  Dickenson  ;  Alexander  Strachan  ;  Richard  Truelove  ; 

John  Twyne ;  James  Patterson;  George  Walker;  and 

Ellis  Rackett ;  for  eight  Burgages  and  half  .  .  .86 

John  Satcher,  for  a  portion  .  .  .  .  .  .04 

The  Heirs  of  John  Groom,  Senr.,  for  a  Burgage  .  .  .10 

The  Heirs  of  Willm.  Briggs,  of  Denn,  for  a  Burgage  .  .10 

The  Heirs  of  Ralph  Lindfield,  for  a  portion  .  .  .02 

The  Heirs  of  John  Lintott,  for  three  Burgesses  (sic)  and  half  .  3  6 

The  Heirs  of  Barnard  Lintott,  for  a  Burgage  .  .  .10 


Edward  Dickenson  and  John  Meredew,  whose  names 
appear  in  this  list,  faithful  henchmen  of  Lord  Irwin,  attended 
every  Election  from  1738  to  1 770  ;  and,  among  others,  signed 
the  Returns  to  every  Parliament ;  John  Meredew  more 
frequently  than  any  other  person  filling  the’ office  of  Bailiff 
during  that  period. 


Henry  Lord  Irwin  continued  the  support  given  by  his  late 
brother  Arthur  to  the  Whig  Governments,  and  was  on  in¬ 
timate  terms  with  that  great  Whig  politician,  the  Duke  of 
Newcastle. 

From  1724  to  1754  the  Duke  of  Newcastle  was  one  of  the 
Secretaries  of  State  in  the  Whig  Governments,  Prime  Minister, 
1754.  His  political  power  extended  over  the  whole  kingdom, 


Henry  Ingram,  M.P.  Horsham,  1722-1736,  afterwards  seventh  Lord  Irwin,  Charles  Ingram,  M.P.  Horsham,  1736-1748 ;  with 

and  Anne,  Lady  Irwin.  his  son  Charles,  M.P.  Horsham,  1747-1763, 

afterwards  ninth  Lord  Irwin  ;  and  his  daughter. 
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and  was  particularly  felt  in  Sussex,  of  which  County  he  was  a 
native,  and  in  which  his  country  mansion,  near  Lewes,  was 
situate.  He  was  election  manager  for  his  party  and  chief 
dispenser  of  political  favours,  a  fact  well  known  to  the  gentry 
at  Horsham,  for  among  his  correspondence,  which  teems  with 
letters  begging  Parliamentary,  Court,  and  Church  patronage, 
besides  those  of  Lord  Irwin,  are  several  from  Mr.  Wicker, 
Mr.  Eversfield,  Mr.  Tredcroft,  Mr.  Parham,  and  others.1  The 
Duke  frequently  visited  at  Hills  and  Denne  in  connection  with 
the  Assizes  and  general  Elections. 

In  August  1 733,  at  a  time  when  the  country  was  strongly 
agitated  by  Sir  Robert  Walpole’s  Bill  for  the  extension  of  the 
Excise  duties  the  Duke,  in  accordance  with  a  habit  of  his  at 
general  Elections,  sent  out  political  feelers  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining,  if  possible,  the  Government’s  prospects  at  that 
time.  In  response  to  one  of  these,  Mr.  Wicker,  of  Horsham 
Park,  writes  : — 2 

“  Horsham,  Aug.  20th  1733. 

“  My  Lord, 

“  I  received  your  Graces  letter  and  as  to  the  opinions 
of  the  people  in  these  parts  they  are  very  difficult  to  be 
guessed  at.  Ye  late  scheme  for  extending  ye  laws  of 
excise  seems  to  have  inflamed  the  Freeholders  very  much 
and  the  consequence  as  to  their  voting  at  the  next  elec¬ 
tion  is  very  uncertain.  I  received  a  very  civil  letter  from 
Mr.  Pelham  dated  at  Lewes  by  Mr.  Ingram’s  servant  but 
was  very  much  surprised  next  day  by  my  tenant  at  Ye 
Anchor  Inn  in  Horsham  who  came  to  me  complaining 
that  the  Government  Offices  viz.  Post  Office  and  Excise 
were  to  be  removed  from  my  House  to  a  House  of  Mr. 
Eversfield  without  any  particular  cause  assigned.  These 
things  though  of  little  consequence  yet  are  marks  of  dis¬ 
respect  which  I  think  I  have  never  deserved  but  these 
are  not  ye  first  I  have  met  with  for  one  Mr.  Brian  a  Baker 
in  Horsham  has  lately  been  put  out  of  his  business  of 


1  Many  of  these  letters  ask  favours  in  return  for  political  support  given  or 
promised.  Mr.  Parham  in  one  letter  (Add.  MSS.  B.M.  32fi99>  P*  *59)  boasts 
of  30  county  votes  at  his  disposal  with  which  he  is  able  to  support  the  Duke. 

2  Add.  MSS.  B.M.  32688,  p.  153- 

6  * 
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baking  for  the  Prisoners.1  By  who  this  is  done  is  unknown 
but  is  supposed  to  be  done  because  he  is  a  friend  of  mine  ; 
the  undersheriff  has  an  influence  on  the  gaoler  but  I 
cannot  say  he  did  it.  I  having  always  been  a  wellwisher 
to  the  Government  I  hope  has  not  produced  these  effects. 

“  I  am  My  Lord 

“  Your  Graces  most  obedient  humble  Servant 

“  John  Wicker. 

“  My  son  desires  his  service  to  your  Grace.” 

Lady  Irwin,  who  shared  her  husband’s  interest  in  politics, 
writing  on  the  Excise  agitation  says 

“  The  affairs  of  the  excise  makes  a  great  noise  and  I 
fancy  will  meet  with  great  opposition  should  it  be  at¬ 
tempted  in  Parliament.”  2 

At  this  time  Eversfield  was  still  a  Tory,  and  the  1721 
compromise  held  good,  but  by  1738  Eversfield,  still  Member 
for  Horsham,  had  yielded  to  the  Newcastle  influence  and  had 
turned  Whig.  Writing  from  Horsham  on  31st  July  1740,  to 
the  Duke  of  Newcastle,  Thomas  Parham,  after  begging  an 
office  under  Government  for  his  son  on  the  strength  of  his 
own  and  his  brother’s  support  of  the  Whig  party,  says  : — 

“  The  enemies  of  Mr.  Eversfield  upon  his  declension 
here  will  to  their  utmost  sacrifice  his  friends  and  I  am 
the  first  that  have  been  so  used  they  having  turned  me 
out  of  the  clerkship  to  the  land-tax  in  this  division  as 
soon  as  Lord  Irwin  was  gone.  However,  My  Lord,  I 
shall  ask  them  no  favors  but  if  difficulties  should  surround 
me  shall  apply  myself  to  your  Grace — I  shall  pay  my 
duty  to  your  Grace  at  Denne  at  the  Assizes.” 

The  Assizes  at  Horsham,  held  in  August  1740,  was  made 
the  occasion  of  a  great  Whig  meeting  preparatory  to  the 
General  Election  of  1741.  The  Dukes  of  Newcastle  and  Rich¬ 
mond  and  many  other  Big-wigs  of  the  County  met  at  Hills  to 
discuss  and  deal  with  the  situation,  and  to  choose  candidates 

1  The  Sussex  County  gaol  at  this  time  was  situate  at  Horsham. 

2  H.M.C.,  15th  Report,  App.  VI.,  p.  104. 
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for  the  County  seats.  Mr.  Butler  of  Warminghurst — a  Whig — 
one  of  the  Members  for  the  County,  writes  : — 

“  Horsham  cannot  fail  of  doing  well  since  all  ye  gentle¬ 
men  there  are  so  united.”  1 

Mr.  Eversfield,  Mr.  Wicker,  Mr.  Tredcroft,  and  Col.  Ingram, 
some  of  the  gentlemen  alluded  to,  all  took  part  at  this  meeting 
of  “  noble  appearance  at  Horsham  ”  which  the  Duke  of 
Newcastle  himself  described  as 

“  a  greater  number  of  considerable  gentlemen  and  persons 
of  distinction  than  was  ever  known  upon  a  like  occasion.”  2 


Soon  after  the  year  1723  Mr.  William  White  at  Horsham, 
solicitor,  was  made  Steward  and  Clerk  to  the  Borough  in 
succession  to  William  Coe,  then  deceased,  and  some  time 
afterwards  was  also  made  local  agent  and  Steward  to  Lord 
Irwin.  By  this  connection  Lord  Irwin  got  access  to  the 
Borough  records  and  papers,  or  at  least  some  of  them,  and 
thus  further  strengthened  his  hold  upon  the  Borough.  “  The 
Book  of  the  Manor  of  Horsham,”  “  Burgus  et  Manerinum  de 
Horsham,”  which  commences  in  1650  and  was  the  private 
property  of  the  Lord  of  the  Manor,  got  into  the  hands  of 
Mr.  Dickenson,  who  improved  its  contents  with  his  annotations 
and  otherwise  used  it  in  Lord  Irwin’s  interests.  The  succes¬ 
sive  Lords  Paramount  appear  to  have  taken  but  little  political 
interest  in  their  chief  Borough  of  the  Rape  of  Bramber,3  and 
in  the  place  of  that  feudal  care  and  patronage,  that  from  time 
immemorial  had  been  their  privilege  and  duty,  the  successive 
Lords  Irwin  took  the  easy  opportunity  of  supplying  their 

1  Add.  MSS.  B.M.  32694,  p.  371. 

2  Ibid.,  p.  434.  Over  160  gentlemen  were  invited. 

3  The  political  disabilities  to  which  the  Dukes  of  Norfolk  as  Roman  Catholics 
were  subjected  probably  accounts  for  this  negligence.  In  a  letter  dated  August, 
1 733  (Add.  MSS.  32688,  p.  78)  to  the  Duke  of  Newcastle,  Edward  9th  Duke  of 
Norfolk  writes  :  “  I  was  wholly  ignorant  that  any  design  was  made  to  sett  upon 
any  new  Member  for  the  County  of  Sussex  being  little  inquisitive,  our  meddling 
with  elections  having  been  so  often  objected  against  us  who  are  entirely  cutt 
off  from  all  imployments  and  publick  affairs.  My  not  meddling  farther  in  elec¬ 
tions,  several  of  my  friends  have  done  me  the  justice  on  the  like  occasion  to  attri¬ 
bute  to  a  necessary  prudence.” 
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arbitrary  political  domination.  They  nominated  the  Bailiffs 
at  the  annual  Courts  Leet ;  they  paid  the  cost  of  the  Bailiffs’ 
and  Constables’  annual  feasts,  though  sometimes  not  very 
punctually  it  appears  ;  and  they  kept  the  Town  Hall,  or 
Market  House,  as  it  was  called,  in  repair. 

“  I  have  the  honour  to  acquaint  your  Lordship,” 
writes  Mr.  Dickenson,  on  the  26th  September  1764  from 
Hills,  ‘‘as  to  the  persons  proper  to  be  nominated  for 
Bailiffs  for  the  ensuing  year  at  the  next  Court  Leet  to  be 
holden  on  the  5th  October  next  and  understand  that 
Thomas  Waller,  butcher,  and  Richard  Joanes,  bricklayer, 
are  the  properest  for  that  purpose.  If  your  Lordship 
thinks  of  any  other  that  you  wo’d  rather  choose  to  have, 
and  will  please  to  let  me  know,  I  will  take  care  they  shall 
be  named.” 

On  the  27th  July  1768  John  Meredew  wrote  Lord  Irwin 
as  follows 

“  Honed.  Lord, 

“  There  is  a  Bill  at  Mr.  Waller  at  the  Anckor  for 
Baylifs  and  Cunstables  feast  .  .  .  61-15-7  and  at  Mrs. 
Cooks  at  the  Kings  Head  .  .  .  51 -15-2  Some  of  it  has 
been  due  this  6  years  I  acquinted  your  Lordship  with  it 
the  Last  time  your  Lordship  was  here  and  your  Lordship 
said  it  should  be  paid  the  next  week  as  you  had  a  pinted 
to  Come  a  gain,  they  are  orgent  for  it  I  have  no  money 
in  hand  to  pay  them. 


“  from  your  Duty  full  Servant 
“  John  Meredew.” 


Mr.  Wallers  Bill  for  a  bailifes  feast  at  the 


Anchor  1762 
for  a  Cunstable  feast  1763 
for  a  Bailifes  feast  1764 
for  a  Cunstables  feast  1765 


12  6  10 

18  7  6 

14  3  3 

16  18  o 


This  is  Mr.  Wallers  Bill 


61  15  7 
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Mrs.  Cooks  Bill  for  a  Cunstable  feast  at  the 


Kings  Head  1762 
for  a  Bailiffes  feast  1763 
for  a  Cunstables  feast  1764 
for  a  Bailiffes  feast  1765 

• 

•  I2  17  7 
.  12  5  10 

14  8  10 

12  2  XI 

Mrs.  Cooks  Bill 

Mr.  Wallers  Bill 

• 

•  51  15  2 

•  61  15  7 

Tottell  . 

• 

113  10  g 

Above  the  quasi-official 

Lordship 

of  the  Borough,  the 

Lords  and  Ladies  Irwin  and  other  members  of  the  Ingram 
family  at  Hills  enjoyed  the  highest  social  position  of  any  one 
in  the  neighbourhood.  This  position  and  political  dominance 
at  Horsham,  coupled  with  their  great  social  and  political 
influence  in  Yorkshire,  brought  them  into  relations  with  the 
highest  dignitaries  in  the  land.  Through  this  influence, 
offices  under  Government  were  placed  at  their  disposal. 
Members  of  Parliament  were  the  channels  through  which 
appointments  to  the  Civil  Services,  Customs,  and  Revenue 
Collectorships,  Postmasterships,  and  offices  in  the  State 
departments  in  London  were  obtained,  and  those  Members  of 
Parliament  who  owed  their  seats  to  patrons  had  to  nominate 
to  these  positions  those  whom  their  patrons  willed.  It  was 
quite  in  the  usual  and  natural  way  that  the  Lords  Irwin  used 
their  Social  and  Parliamentary  prestige  to  the  advantage 
of  their  family  and  sought  and  obtained  important  and 
less  important  Government  offices  through  their  Horsham 
nominee  Members  and  dispensed  them  to  their  friends. 

In  answers  to  letters  from  Lord  Irwin  to  the  Duke  of 
Newcastle  asking  for  a  Regiment  for  Colonel  Charles  Ingram, 
who  complains  of  being  without  a  Command  though  he  is  the 
oldest  Colonel  in  the  Army  without  a  Regiment';  and  also 
asking  for  a  place  for  Colonel  Ingram’s  son,  Charles  Ingram,1 
a  youth  of  only  20  years  ;  and  in  the  further  correspondence 
given,  we  see  reflected  Lord  Irwin’s  complete  Parliamentary 
control  of  the  Borough,  as  well  as  the  material  advantages  of 
political  patronage  : — 


I 


1  Col.  Chas.  Ingrain  was  at  this  time  living  at  Hills. 
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“  Newcastle  House 

“  June  nth  1747. 

“  My  Dear  Lord, 

“  I  had  the  honour  of  your  Lordships  letter,  and  if 
I  had  not  heard  from  you  I  fully  intended  to  have  ac¬ 
quainted  you  with  the  state  of  our  affairs  here.  Upon 
the  best  considerations  it  has  been  determined  to  call  a 
new  Parliament  immediately  after  this  session  is  ended. 
The  Nation  is  now  in  good  humour,  no  incident  has 
yet  happened  to  make  them  otherwise  since  the  happy 
extinction  of  the  rebellion  and  therefore  I  verily  think 
we  cannot  now  fail  of  getting  a  good  Whig  Parliament. 
What  might  have  been  the  consequences  of  putting  it 
off  for  another  year  nobody  can  tell.  The  session  will 
end  on  Wednesday  next  and  the  Writts  for  calling  a  new 
Parliament  will  bear  date  the  Monday  after  (the  22nd 
inst).  I  shall  not  fail  to  obey  your  Lordship’s  commands 
with  regard  to  Mr.  Ingram  as  soon  as  I  possibly  can  ; 
'  but  in  the  Hurry  we  are  now  in,  and  as  I  don’t  know  of 
any  employment  vacant  at  present  that  would  be  proper 
for  him,  I  am  afraid  it  will  be  impossible  to  procure  one 
before  the  election  will  come  on  which  is  now  so  near. 
But  that  I  apprehend  will  not  be  material,  for  a  re- 
election  at  Horsham  will  at  any  time  be  very  easy.  My 
brother  and  I  did  not  know  whether  your  Lordship 
would  think  Mr.  Ingram  near  enough  of  age  to  bring  him 
in  now,  and  in  that  case  we  intended  to  suggest  to  you 
the  bringing  in  some  friend  who  might  have  a  small 
employment  and  quit  his  seat  when  Mr.  Ingram  came  of 
age.  The  person  we  thought  of  to  suggest  to  you  in 
that  case  was  poor  Mr.  Tredcroft.1  He  has  a  place  in 
the  West  Indies  and  another  provision  which  was  thought 
both  certain  and  profitable  ;  but  hitherto  neither  one 
nor  the  other  have  brought  him  in  one  shilling.  But  we 
must  make  it  fully  up  to  him  some  other  way.  As  your 
Lordship  intends  to  bring  in  Mr.  Ingram  at  present,  this 
thought  is  entirely  out  of  the  question  and  indeed  it  was 
unnecessary  for  me  to  mention  it  to  you.  By  all  accounts 


1  Of  the  Manor  House,  Horsham. 
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the  Elections  seem  to  go  very  well  and  I  hope  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  in  general  they  will  do  so.  My  brother 
begs  his  compliments  to  your  Lordship,  and  I  am  with 
great  Sincerity  and  Respect, 

“  My  dear  Lord, 

“  Your  Lordship’s 
“  most  obedient 

“  Humble  Servant 
“  Holles  Newcastle.”  1 

“  Newcastle  House 
“  Nov.  2 jth  1747. 

“  My  Dear  Lord, 

I  have  had  the  honour  of  both  your  Lordship’s 
letters  and  I  can  assure  you  that  the  reason  of  my  having 
not  sooner  sent  you  an  answer  to  the  first  did  not  proceed 
from  my  having  neglected  your  commands.  As  soon  as 
ever  I  had  received  it  I  wrote  to  the  Duke  abroad  in  my 
own  name,  and  my  Brother’s  also,  recommending  Col. 
Ingram’s  Pretensions  in  the  strongest  manner  I  was  able. 
His  Royal  Highness’  answer  was  not  so  favourable  as  I 
wished  it,  which  was  the  reason  I  chose  to  say  nothing  of 
it  to  your  Lordship,  hoping  that  upon  the  Duke’s  arrival 
in  England  I  might  have  better  success.  I  have  since 
shewed  His  Royal  Highness  your  Lordship’s  second  letter 
and  renewed  my  application,  but  I  am  very  sorry  to  say 
I  have  not  prevailed.  I  have  also  spoken  to  the  Secretary  - 
at-War  who  seems  to  think  the  difficulties  may  possibly 
be  got  over.  I  heartily  wish  they  may  ;  nothing  shall  be 
wanting  on  my  part,  though  I  must  own,  to  my  great 
Concern,  I  see  no  prospect  of  success.  The  only  Comfort 
I  have  is  the  Consciousness  of  my  having  done  everything 
in  my  power  to  have  so  reasonable  a  request  as  your 
Lordship’s  complied  with,  and  am  with  the  most  sincere 
Regard  and  Friendship,  my  dear  Lord, 

“  Your  Lordship’s 

“  most  obedient  humble  servant 

“  Holles  Newcastle.” 

1  Historical  Manuscripts  Commission,  Vol.  VIII.,  p.  1 71 . 
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We  also  give  some  further  correspondence  respecting 
appointments  to  offices  of  less  importance  at  Lord  Irwin’s 
disposal. 

On  the  17th  November  1766  Mr.  Dickenson  writes  from 
Carey  Street,  London  : — 

“  My  Lord, 

“  I  have  the  honour  to  acquaint  your  Lordship  that 
Mr.  Pratt  ”  (one  of  the  Members  for  Horsham)  “  called 
upon  me  yesterday  morning  to  desire  that  I  would  inform 
you  that  as  it  is  the  Duke  of  Grafton’s  ”  (Home  Secretary) 
“  constant  Rule  of  Conduct  never  to  promise  an  Office 
until  it  becomes  vacant,  and  as  his  Grace  has  departed 
from  his  Rule  in  the  particular  instance  you  wrote  about 
to  Mr.  Pratt ;  he  desires  that  you  will  not  inform  Mr. 
Groombridge  or  any  other  person  that  there  is  an  actual 
promise,  as  it  may  be  brought  into  a  precedent  against 
His  Grace.  Mr.  Pratt  also  desires  that  your  Lordship 
will  explain  to  me  what  yearly  value  the  place  you  would 
wish  to  have  for  Mr.  Groombridge  should  be  of,  as  he 
imagines  you  are  not  apprised  of  the  real  value  of  a  Land 
waiter’s  place  which,  though  apparently  but  about  £50 
or  £80  a  year,  is  in  reality  worth  near  £300  a  year,  and 
though  that  Office  may  be  more  desirable  than  many 
others  in  the  Customs,  yet,  as  there  are  not  a  great  many 
of  them,  it  may  be  longer  before  a  vacancy  happens  there 
than  if  it  was  left  at  large  for  the  next  vacancy  of  any 
place  in  the  Customs  of  such  yearly  value  as  your  Lordship 
would  propose  for  Mr.  Groombridge  ;  for  at  present  Mr. 
Groombridge  stands  in  the  Duke  of  Grafton’s  books  for 
the  next  vacancy  for  a  Landwaiter. 

“  I  am  ever,  with  the  greatest  Respect,  My  Lord, 

“  Your  Lordship’s  most  affectionate 
“  and  obedient  humble  Servant 

“  Edward  Dickenson.” 

From  Mr.  Wallace,  one  of  the  Members  for  Horsham, 
1770-1783,  another  letter  on  the  same  kind  of  business  reads 
as  follows  : — 
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“  Lincoln’s  Inn  2 xrdNovr  1770. 

“My  Lord  — 

“  Your  Lordship’s  letter  of  the  16th  inst.  did  not  get 
to  my  hands  till  late  last  night  at  the  House  of  Commons. 

I  shall  be  extremely  happy  to  do  your  Lordship’s 
Friend  every  service  in  my  power,  and  I  hope,  if  the  change 
your  Lordship  supposes  to  have  happened  should  take 
place,  to  be  able  to  promise  him  to  be  appointed  a 
Commissioner  of  Bankrupts. 

“  On  every  occasion  in  which  your  Lordship  can 
imagine  me  to  be  in  any  way  serviceable  I  shall  esteem 
myself  very  happy  to  be  honoured  with  your  Lordship’s 
commands. 

“  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  My  Lord, 

“  Your  Lordship’s  most  obliged  and 
“  most  obedient  humble  servant 
“  J.  A.  Wallace.” 

Since  Lord  Irwin’s  coup  in  1738,  Courts  Baron  at  Horsham 
were  very  infrequently  held  ;  they  were  chiefly  concerned  in 
the  register  of  the  changes  in  the  Irwin  Burgess-ships  ;  gradu¬ 
ally  both  Court  Baron  and  Court  Leet  fell  into  torpor.  In 
the  Court  rolls  the  Burgage  lands  were  insufficiently  and 
inaccurately  described  ;  often  the  amounts  of  rents  were 
omitted  ;  and  though  the  Courts  Leet  were  held  regularly 
every  year,  its  business  methods  deteriorated,  its  records  were 
scantily  and  loosely  kept,  and  in  some  few  years  were  not 
posted  up.  In  these  circumstances  there  can  be  no  wonder 
that  the  quantities,  the  boundaries,  and  even  the  sites,  of 
many  Burgages  became  doubtful,  and  some  unknown. 

About  the  year  1760  the  Burgage  rents  ceased  to  be  col¬ 
lected  individually  by  the  Bailiffs  as  heretofore.  It  might  seem 
that  as  Lord  Irwin  owned  the  greater  number  of  the  Burgage 
holdings  and  therefore  paid  the  greater  part  of  the  rent,  the 
small  amount  of  the  remainder  might  make  it  not  worth  the 
trouble  of  collecting  ;  here  is.  per  annum,  there  2d.,  and  so 
on.  It  was  alleged,  however  (we  know  not  with  what  amount 
of  truth,  but  the  circumstances  certainly  gave  plausibility  to 
the  allegation)  that  the  whole  amount  of  52s.  was  paid  in  a 
lump  sum  by  Lord  Irwin  to  the  Lord  Paramount,  not  to  save 
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the  trouble  of  collecting  the  smaller  portion  of  it,  but  for  the 
deliberate  purpose  of  suppressing  or  destroying  evidence  of 
particular  payments  of  rents  by  the  independent  Burgesses, 
and  thus  obliterating  the  means  of  identifying  their  Burgage 
properties.  In  the  place  of  the  Burgess  roll,  that  ancient  and 
proper  register  of  true  Burgesses  which  should  have  been  kept 
posted  up  by  the  Duke’s  Steward  from  the  Court  Baron 
records,  lists  of  Burgesses,  some  admitted  at  Court  but  others 
not,  were  made  by  Lord  Irwin’s  Steward,  and  these  were  used 
at  Elections  of  Members  to  Parliament. 

Indeed,  the  Burgesses  of  Horsham,  deprived  for  so  long 
of  the  right  of  exercising  the  franchise,  allowed  their  interest 
in  politics  to  degenerate  into  almost  complete  carelessness 
and  contributed  thereby  largely  to  their  own  undoing.  In¬ 
difference,  of  course,  bred  ignorance  ;  and  knowledge  as  to 
the  position  and  condition  of  the  Burgage  holdings  generally 
at  this  time  was  almost  wholly  confined  to  Lord  Irwin’s 
Steward  and  gardener,  Dickenson  and  Meredew,  upon  whom 
he  depended  for  information.  On  the  6th  January  1764 
Meredew  writes  to  the  new  Lord  Irwin  : — 

“  Honed.  Lord, 

“  I  have  sent  the  Best  a  Count  of  the  Borrough  I 
Can  and  have  Drawn  the  form  of  the  Borrough  and  Set 
figuers  ware  Every  voat  Lies.  I  hope  your  Lordship  will 
understand  the  way  I  have  gon  on.  I  believe  Mr.  John 
Ellis  would  be  willing  to  sell  his  Voat  as  it  Bring  him  in 
nothing  yearly  ;  his  father  Bough  it  of  Dr.  Scheter,  this 
young  man  nevor  was  admided  for  it.  Mr.  Parham  house 
and  voat  is  to  be  Sold  but  by  all  a  Counts  there  more 
morges  a  pon  it  then  it  is  worth  Better  then  400  lb. 
Miss  Lintot  I  never  hear  much  of  her  :  here  has  not  been 
any  voat  Bough  in  our  family  for  near  twenty  years 
past  and  am  sure  Cannot  want  any  when  we  see  the 
nomber  we  have :  I  will  tak  care  of  Every  this  a 
much  as  Lies  in  me  from  your  dutyfull  Servant. 

“  John  Meredew.” 

On  a  separate  slip  is  added  a  postscript : — 

“  I  have  not  a  quinted  any  Body  with  this  a  fare  nither 
will  I.  I  believe  here  is  not  one  man  in  our  Town  knows 
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a  quarter  part  of  the  voats  but  my  selfe.  Mr.  Dickenson 
told  me  by  the  Writings  and  I  told  him  ye  grounds  where 
they  Lay.  I  Drawed  much  such  a  Plan  for  Mr.  Dickenson 
to  find  out  the  Voats  by,  he  could  tell  me  more  by  writings 
then  I  knowd.  there  may  be  more  but  the  writing  most 
show  it  for  I  dont  no  of  any  more.” 

Fortunately,  we  are  able  to  give  Meredew’s  “  a  Count  ” 
verbatim  ;  the  reader  will  doubtless  be  entertained  with  his 
orthography  and  naive  assumption  of  joint  membership  with 
his  Lordship  of  “  our  family,”  but  we  regret  we  are  unable  to 
reproduce  the  plan  of  the  Borrough  “  he  drawed  ”  for  Mr. 
Dickenson. 

“  A  derictons  whare  to  find  ye  Burgesses  a  pon  a  Rofe 
plan  by  the  names  of  the  streets  in  the  Borrough  of 
Horsham 

be  Gin  at  John  Taylors  the  South  End  of  the  town 

No.  I  John  Taylors  House  and  3  fields  6  voats  Lord 
Irwins  owne 

No.  2  Thomas  Waller  3  fields  6  voats  Lord  Irwins  the 
field  let  a  pon  a  Long  lease 

3  Miss  Elizabeth  Linfields  one  field  and  Gardin 
3  voats,  the  Land  Let  apon  a  very  Long  Lease  the  voats 
are  Lord  Irwins 

4  Robert  Grace  tenet  Lord  Irwins  House  and  voat 

5  Edmond  Davey  tenent,  Carrier  there  is  3  voats,  one 
voat  within  the  walls  Lord  Irwins  the  other  2  belong  to 
Mr.  Eman  the  Landlord  of  the  House  it  was  formerly 
S’r  Charles  Gorings 

6  Mr.  Henry  Groombridge  tenent  a  pon  a  Long  Lease 
and  old  House  and  slatter  House  and  Gates  and  a  plat 
of  Ground  2  voats  Lord  Irwins  these  are  all'  that  are 
nombered  in  ye  East  Street 

7  In  the  South  St  or  Church  St,  Mr.  John  Pilfolds 
House  and  voat  his  owne.  the  Right  hand  side  from  the 
Church 

8  Mr.  Richard  Hurst  House  and  voat  his  owne.  Late 
Mr.  Parhams 

9  Mr.  Linfield  House  and  voat  his  owne,  thorington 
tenant 
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10  Summers  tenent,  the  House  and  voat  Mr.  Richard 
Hursts  it  was  Mr.  Wm.  Briggs  of  Denn 

11  Philip  Chesmores  tenant  Lord  Irwins  House  and 
voat 

12  Elmon  Tasker  tenant  House  and  voat  Mr.  Linfield 

13  Dr.  Dobings  tenant  House  and  voat  Gilford 
Vinalls 

14  Mrs  Humpherys  tenant  House  and  voat  Lord 
Irwins 

15  Mrs  Humpherys  tenant  Let  apon  a  Long  Lease,  the 
voat  Lord  Irwins 

16  Mr.  Richard  Hurst  Tenant  Let  a  pon  a  Long 

Lease, 

Voat  Lord  Irwins,  these  are  all  ways  taken  in  this  South 
Street 

17  Mr.  Treadcroft  the  Left  hand  from  the  Curch  his 
owne  House  and  2  voats 

18  Mr.  Shelleys  House  and  voat  his  owne 

19  In  Mr.  Shelleys  yard  a  voat  Lord  Irwins.  Let  upon 
a  Long  Lease  there  was  a  House  formarly 

No  20  tenant  Harry  Hood  House  and  voat  some  of  the 
famaly  of  late  Capt.  Smiths 

21  William  James  tenant :  a  pon  a  Long  Lease  the 
voat  Mr.  Henry  Groombridge  he  Bot  of  old  Mr.  Wicker. 

22  Mr.  Somersett  owne  House  and  voat  a  Large  old 
Bilding  Coled  the  Crown  Corner,  these  are  all  Belonging 
to  the  South  Street.  In  the  North  Street  be  gin  at  the 
Kings  head 

No  23  Mrs  Cooks  and  her  sons  William  after  her  death 
House  and  voat 

24  William  Dean  tenant  House  and  voat  Lord  Irwins 

25  James  potter  tenant  Lord  Irwin  little  shop  and 
voat 

26  tenant  Robert  ye  younger  :  voat  Lord  Irwin  the 
House  was  Late  Samuel  Bryan  we  have  only  ye  voat 

27  William  Weller  tenant  voat  Lord  Irwins,  there  was 
to  a  been  a  Long  Lease 

28  Widow  Joanes  tenant,  House  and  voat  Lord  Irwins 

29  James  potter  tenant  House  and  voat  Lord  Irwins 

30  Widow  Nye  tenant  House  and  voat  Lord  Irwins 
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31  There  is  a  plot  of  Ground  a  voat  at  the  East  End  of 
her  orchard  Lord  Irwin. 

32  Morrell  tenant  House  and  voat  Lord  Irwins  Late 
Curtis 

33  James  Beachamp  tenant  and  others  House  and  voat 
Lord  Irwin 

34  Mrs  Cook  tenant  a  Barn  and  field  3  voats  Lord 
Irwin 

35  a  Lomp  of  old  Houses  and  voat  Harry  Griffith  own 

36  a  voat  behind  these  old  Houses  Eastward  a  field 
Let  to  old  Mr.  Wicker  a  pon  a  Long  Lease  ;  the  voat 
Lord  Irwins,  it  is  Cold  Perry  Place  Lands 

I  come  back  to  the  old  Jeal 1 

3 7  the  Lift  hand  sid  to  ye  Common  there  is  a  Black¬ 
smiths  shop  tenant  Clark,  the  Great  House  Bourn  a  nother 
part  Joanes  all  Lord  Irwins  voat  and  Houses 

38  Mrs  Cheneall  tenant  voat  and  House  Mr.  Flacher 
Late  Mrs  Lintots 

39  Late  Mr.  Wickers  now  S’r  Thomas  Broughtons. 
These  are  all  that  are  nombered  in  the  North  Street  but 
what  Mr.  Flacher  has  Backwards  in  ye  fields  I  am  more  to 
seek  about  there  voat  than  any.  I  goe  by  what  I  have 
hard  formarly.  I  am  prity  sure  I  am  Right  where  the 
four  Lies  which  I  have  marked  it  was  say’d  that  Mr. 
Linttot  had  5  voats.  ye  paddock  I  hear  Mr.  Flacher 
has  had  his  Ground  marked  out  in  that  Mr.  Linttot  Let 
to  Mr.  Wicker  a  pon  a  Long  Lease  by  some  of  his  old 
work  men  that  Leved  with  Mr.  Linttot  it  all  laid  in  ye 
Paddock. 

40  I  come  now  to  ye  West  Street  and  about  the  middle 
of  the  Street  the  Left  hand  sid  behind  Loxfords  the 
Gloves  there  is  a  Little  plot  of  Ground  Let  at  a  peney  a 
year  to  Luxford  that  Collerl  Lelands  voat. 

No  41  Mr.  John  Ellis  it  was  Dr.  Scharchers  a  little 
plot  of  Ground 

No  42  William  Gilburd  tenant  House  and  voat  Lord 
Irwins  it  was  Bythewoods  and  Mr.  Whitelifes  this  is  the 
first  house  in  the  Carfox 


1  Gaol.  The  South-west  corner  of  North  Street. 
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No  43  Late  Dr  Bachers  Corner  House  now  Miss  Ann 
Ellis  of  Tanbridge  with  her  Brother  House  and  voat  her 
owne  House  Empty 

No  44  Thomas  Huneywood  tanant  the  South  part  of  a 
House  and  voat  Thomas  Waller.  Bucher 

No  45.  William  Palmer  tenant  in  the  North  End  of  the 
Same  House  and  voat  Lord  Irwins 

No.  46  A  plot  of  Ground  behind  the  House  a  voat 
Lord  Irwins 

No  47  Mary  Hall  and  John  Ireland  tenants  House  and 
voat  Lord  Irwins 

No  48  Dr.  Smith  tenant  Barn  and  field  and  another 
field  at  the  West  of  the  Barnfield  that  Lies  to  the  Back 
Lane  George  Waller,  tenant  at  ye  Anchor  and  John 
Groombridg  Carpinter  tenant  all  Lord  Irwins  and  but 
one  voat  Bought  of  old  Mr.  Wicker 

No  49  Dr.  Smith  tenant  House  and  voat  Lord  Irwins 
No  50  Mr.  Williamsons  House  and  2  voats  his  owne 
No  51  John  Holford  tenant  a  Little  House  and  voat 
Lord  Irwins 

No  52  Richard  Clark  tenant  House  and  voat  Lord 
Irwins  and  late  Mr  Matchell  of  Hills 
No  53  A  little  Burchgist  plot  of  Ground  full  of  Aples 
trees  Lord  Irwins  late  Ansells 

No  54  Widow  Weller  tenant  the  South  part  of  a  House 
and  voat  Lord  Irwins  Col’d  the  Bridwell  House 

No  55  Samuel  Dinage  tenant ;  the  North  End  of  the 
same  House  and  voat  Mr.  Thomas  White 

No  56  I  cros  over  into  Sr  Thomas  Broughtons  paddock 
frunting  Mr.  Blunts  House  there  is  a  voat  and  a  field  Laid 
into  Sir  Thos.  Paddock  the  voat  Lord  Irwins  the  field  Let 
apon  a  Long  Lease 

No  57  there  is  a  voat  in  the  same  paddock  I  believe 
Mr.  Flatchers.  Late  Mr.  Linttots  it  has  Lay  open  to  ye 
other  Land  a  Long  time 

No.  58  there  is  a  voat  and  a  field  Laid  into  Sr  Those 
paddock  a  bout  an  acre  and  a  halfe  voat  Lord  Irwins 
Let  to  Mr.  Wicker  a  pon  a  Long  Lease  By  Lady  Irwin 
No.  59  Richard  Williamson  tenant  three  fields  behind 
John  Nevill  the  Whellers  Let  a  pon  a  Long  Lease  the  voat 
Lord  Irwins 
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No.  60  Charles  Cooper  tenant  2  fields  and  voat  Lord 
Irwins  Col’d  the  Geal  fields. 

No.  61  John  Jupp  tenant  a  House  and  Garden  Let  a 
pon  a  Long  Lease  voat  Lord  Irwins 

No.  62  Capt  Draper  tenant  a  House  and  Garden  Let 
upon  a  Long  Lease  voat  Lord  Irwins 

No.  63  Charles  Cooper  tenant  a  House  and  Gardin  the 
sine  of  the  founten  Let  apon  a  Long  Lease  the  voat  Lord 
Irwins  the  geal  is  no  voat 1 

No.  64  Widow  Moore  tenant  House  and  Gardin  Lord 
Irwins  own  but  the  widow  is  to  have  it  her  Life 
No.  65  A  voat  behind  Mrs  Chenniells  Mr.  Flatcher. 

No.  66  a  voat  Mr.  Flatcher  ;  he  surly  has  four  but  I 
am  not  sarten  whereabouts  they  lie  but  they  are  in  that 
Ground 


I  have  set  down 
and  set  down  five  to 

66  voats 

John  Taylor 

5  more 

and  Waller 

5  more 

Groombridge 

1  more 

Treadcrofts 

1  more 

Williamson 

I  more 

Davey  the  carrier 

2  more 

Mrs  Linfields 

2  more 

83 

My  Lord  Henry  Youst  to  make  85  but  I  Cannot  find 
any  more.  I  do  believe  Mr.  Linfield  has  one  more  in  his 
Bilding  Backward  as  there  is  a  great  Deal,  his  father 
settelled  it  a  pon  him  that  he  Cannot  sell  it  so  that  I 
believe  he  never  was  admited  to  any.  And  I  believe 
Mr.  Linttot  has  five,  if  so  it  makes  the  full  nember  85. 
I  Cannot  see  where  I  Could  mis  any  I  hope  your  Lordship 
will  understand  my  works  I  have  Don  the  best  a  Can 
without  any  help.  I  think  anybody  that  knows  the 
Town  may  find  the  voats. 

1  The  gaol  was  a  Burgage  tenement  but  at  this  time  was  vested  in  the 
Magistrates  of  Sussex  as  Trustees.  In  1779  the  new  gaol  was  completed  in 
Queen  Street,  afterwards  the  old  gaol  was  bought  by  Lady  Irwin  for  the  vote 
attached  and  it  was  conveved  to  her  by  a  special  Act  of  Parliament  in  1787. 
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The  Irwin  Domination — Impotence  of  the  Borough — The  Unique 

Borough. 

From  i  7 1 5  to  1 7 90  there  was  no  contested  Election  at  Horsham. 
Since  the  extinction  of  the  Eversfield  Interest  no  one  had 
dared  to  intrude  upon  the  Lords  Irwins’  private  political 
preserves,  hardly  so  much  as  to  utter  a  whisper  in  opposition 
to  the  thraldom  in  which  they  held  the  Borough.  So-called 
Elections,  of  course,  took  place,  but  the  candidates  were 
arbitrarily  nominated  and  as  arbitrarily  made  Members  of 
Parliament  by  orders  from  Temple  Newsam  or  Hills,  as  the 
case  might  be  ;  and  though  at  Election  times  courteous  solici¬ 
tations  for  support  were  issued  and  personal  canvassing  was 
done  by  the  candidates,  these  pleasant  fictions  could  have 
deceived  no  one  into  the  belief  that  he  was  electing  the 
Members  who  had  been  previously  determined  upon  without 
his  knowledge  or  consent. 

There  is  not,  so  far  as  we  are  aware,  a  complete  record  of 
the  proceedings  at  the  Elections  at  this  period,  but  we  have 
an  official  account  of  the  General  Election  of  1747,  when  on 
the  30th  June  the  Hon.  Chas.  Ingram,  Esq.,  and  Chas. 
Ingram,  Junr.,  Esq.,  his  son,  were  elected  unopposed  for 
Horsham  to  the  Parliament  of  that  year.  The  candidates’ 
address  to  the  Burgesses  was  as  follows  : — 

“  As  it  is  possible  this  Parliament  may  very  soon  be 
dissolved,  I  take  the  first  opportunity  of  making  my 
application  to  you  for  the  favour  of  your  vote  and  interest 
for  my  father  and  myself  at  the  next  election  and  shall 
lose  no  time  in  making  my  personal  application  to  you. 

“  As  Col.  Ingram  is  abroad  with  the  Army  he  directed 
me  and  Mr.  White  to  apply  to  you  in  his  behalf,  and 
Lord  Irwin  hopes  that  all  his  friends  will  do  him  the 
favour  to  support  our  interest. 
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“  Your  serving  us  upon  this  occasion  will  ever  be  owned 
as  an  obligation  done  to 

“  Sir,  Your  most  obedient  Humble  servants, 

“  Cha’s  Ingram, 

“  Cha’s  Ingram,  Junr.” 

On  the  day  of  election,  proclamation  was  made  by  the 
Crier,  “  Oyez  !  Oyez  !  !  Oyez  !  !  !  All  persons  interested  in 
choosing  and  Electing  two  Burgesses  for  this  Borough  of 
Horsham  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the  said  Borough  at  a 
certain  Parliament  to  be  holden  at  Westminster  the  thirteenth 
day  of  August  next  ensuing,  draw  near  and  give  their  (sic) 
attendance.” 

The  Sheriff’s  precept  was  then  read. 

The  Returning  Officers,  the  Bailiffs,  then  took  and  sub¬ 
scribed  the  oath  : — 

“  I,  William  Ede  of  Horsham,  in  the  County  of  Sussex, 
one  of  the  Bailiffs  of  the  Borrough  of  Horsham  aforesaid, 
do  solemnly  swear  that  I  have  not  directly  nor  indirectly 
received  any  sum  or  sums  of  money,  Office,  Place  or 
Imployment,  Gratuity,  or  Reward,  or  any  Bond,  Bill  or 
note  or  any  promise  or  gratuity  whatsoever,  either  by 
myself  or  any  other  person  to  my  use  or  benefit  or 
advantage  for  makeing  any  Return  at  the  present 
Election  of  two  Members,  to  serve  in  Parliament,  and 
that  I  will  Return  such  Persons  as  shall  to  the  best 
of  my  Judgment  appear  to  me  to  have  the  majority  of 
Legal  votes. 

The  mark  of 
* 

William  Ede. 

Sworn  at  the  Market  House  in  the  Burrough  of  Horsham 
aforesaid  this  thirteenth  day  of  June  1747  before  me,  one 
of  his  Majesty’s  Justices  of  the  Peace  for  the  said  County 
of  Sussex, 

Ed.  Tredcroft.” 

John  Weller  subscribed  the  same  oath. 

They  then  read  the  Act  of  Parliament  of  the  second 
George  II.,  “  for  the  more  effectual  preventing  bribery  and 
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corruption  in  the  Election  of  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament ; 
after  which 

“  they  demanded  of  the  Burgesses  whom  they  propose 
for  their  Burgesses  as  Representatives  for  their  said 
Borough  at  the  said  Parliament  to  be  holden  at  West¬ 
minster  the  thirteenth  day  of  August  next  ensuing.” 

The  Candidates  having  been  proposed  and  seconded,  proclama¬ 
tion  was  then  made  : — 

“  That  if  any  person  interested  in  this  Election  de¬ 
manded  a  poll  they  ”  (sic)  “  are  forthwith  required  to 
do  the  same,  otherwise  the  Hon.  Col.  Charles  Ingram  and 
Charles  Ingram  Esq  will  be  returned  duly  elected  Bur¬ 
gesses  for  this  Borrough  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the 
said  Borrough  at  the  said  Parliament  to  be  holden  at 
Westminster  the  said  13th  August  next  ensuing.” 

This  proclamation  was  made  three  times  at  intervals,  and  no 
one  else  being  nominated  Proclamation  was  again  made  : — 

“  Oyez  !  Oyez  ! !  Oyez  !  ! !  We,  William  Ede  and  John 
Weller,  Bailiffs  of  this  Borrough  of  Horsham,  do  declare 
the  Hon.  Col.  Chas.  Ingram  and  Chas.  Ingram  the 
younger  Esq  to  be  duly  elected  Burgesses  of  the  said 
Borough  to  serve  in  the  Parliament  of  Our  Lord  the 
King  to  be  holden  at  his  Majesty’s  City  of  Westminster 
the  13th  day  of  August  next  ensuing,  pursuant  to  the 
precept  of  the  Sheriff  of  the  County  of  Sussex  to  us 
directed.” 

This  return  was  manifestly  illegal,  since  Charles  Ingram, 
Junr.,  was  a  minor,  but  such  returns  were  not  uncommon 
where  patrons  held  Constituencies  under  their  thumbs. 

In  December  1748  the  death  of  Col.  Ingram  caused  a 
vacancy  in  the  representation  of  the  Borough,  to  which  Lord 
Irwin  at  once  nominated  his  friend  and  neighbour,  Sir  Lionel 
Pilkington,  Bart.,  of  Wakefield,  Yorks  ;  the  situation  appears 
to  have  been  anticipated  and  provided  for,  and  certainly  no 
time  was  lost  in  dealing  with  it.  On  the  8th  December  the 
new  Candidate  writes  his  patron  as  follows  : — 


THE  IRWIN  DOMINATION 


i  oi 


“  My  Lord, 

“  We  all  got  extremely  well  to  Town  last  night, 
though  a  little  late,  and  immediately  after  saw  Mr.  Dicken¬ 
son  and  talked'  over  the  business  we  are  upon.  He  goes 
tomorrow  to  Hdrsham  to  attend  the  Funeral  which  he 
says  cannot  be  before ‘Saturday. 

“Mr.  Ingram  has  waiter] '  upon  Mr.  Pelham  (Prime 
Minister)  to-day,  and  tomorrow  rmorning  we  are  to  see 
him  together.  He  was  so  good  as  to  offer  to  move  for 
the  writ  as  soon  as  I  should  desire  it.  I  •shall  therefore 
endeavour  to  have  the  election  on  Saturday’ seYenight, 
which  I  believe  is  as  soon  as  it  conveniently  can  be. 

“  Having  at  present  nothing  more  material  to  inform 
your  Lordship  of,  I  must  refer  a  further  account  of  our 
proceedings  to  Mr.  Ingram’s  letter  by  Saturday’s  Post, 
and  am  Your  Lordship’s  most  obliged 

“  humble  Servant 

“  L.  Pilkington.” 

A  more  interesting  letter  upon  the  death  of  Col.  Ingram 
and  the  consequent  Election  is  that  of  Mr.  White,  Steward 
to  the  Court  Leet 1  and  to  Lord  Irwin’s  Horsham  estates, 
which  incidentally  shows  the  political  rivalry  then  existing 
between  the  “  King’s  Head  ”  and  the  “  Anchor  ”  Inns.  The 
letter  presumably  is  addressed  to  Mr.  Ingram  at  Hills. 

“  Dear  Sir, — 

“  Am  very  sorry  for  the  late  Melancholy  and  sudden 
alteration  in  your  family. 

“As  my  infirmities  prevent  my  having  the  pleasure  of 
personally  waiting  upon  you  and  Sir  Lionel  Pilkington 
to  pay  my  compliments  as  ought  to  have  been,  hope  it 
speaks  my  excuse,  assuring  you  that  I  always  have  and 
shall  take  all  opportunities  to  serve  Lord  Irwin,  his  family 
and  friends. 

“  If  S’r  Lionel  and  you  should  think  proper  of  paying 
the  compliment  of  going  round  to  the  Burgesses  y’t  live 

1  In  evidence  given  before  the  House  of  Commons’  Committee  in  1792 
William  White  stated  that  his  late  father  was  Steward  to  the  Court  Leet  from 
1723  to  1764,  but  many  of  the  Court  Leet  Records  between  those  years  are  signed 
by  Henry  Waller,  Steward,  whilst  some  years  W.  White  is  one  of  the  Bailiffs. 
Probably  Waller,  White’s  clerk  as  stated  in  the  letter,  was  deputy  Steward. 
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in  the  Burrough  (if  approved  off)  Mr.  Waller  my  clerk 
shall  attend  and  shew  where  they  reside. 

“  At  the  request  of  the  widow  Thresh  take  the  further 
liberty  (if  not  contrary  to  my  Lord’s  orders)  to  ask  the 
favour  of  you  and  Sr  Lionel,  that  hei  house  may  be  made 
use  of  on  the  present  occasion  as  formerly  ;  she  is  a  widow 
with  a  large  family  of  young  children  :  his  Lordship  has 
heretofore  always  bestowed  these  and  suchlike  favours 
upon  her  which  has  been  greatly  assistant.  She  is  a 
Tennant  of.  the  family  :  her  father  and  relations  have 
always  served  the  family  in  the  Borough  and  County 
w’ch  I  hope  will  be  some  inducement  for  the  continuance 
of  the  family  favours  ;  she  is  not  without  her  Enemies 
and  believe  some  backbiting  people  to  answer  their 
sinister  ends  had  endeavoured  to  sett  late  Colonel  Ingram 
against  her  and  others,  without  reason  or  foundation 
for  his  displeasure,  in  order  to  have  ingratiated  the 
people  that  keep  the  Kings  Head  into  his  favour,  w’ch  I 
cannot  believe  would  have  taken  place  had  he  lived, 
because  they  are  persons  that  have  always  been  in  the 
adverse  party  in  the  County  Elections  and  their  House 
made  use  of  as  such  and  by  all  that  party  upon  all 
occasions.  If  the  widow  Thresh  had  given  reasons  why 
the  family  should  withdraw  their  favours  the  person  that 
keeps  the  ‘  Anchor  ’  voted  as  requested  by  Colonel 
Ingram  and  his  companions  that  went  round  together  at 
the  last  Election,  and,  as  I  will  venture  to  say,  will  always 
be  in  the  interest  of  the  family  and  one  whom  I  intend  to 
advise  his  L’d’s’h’pp  to  make  a  voter,  because  I  will  be 
answerable  for  his  behaviour.  These  with  humble  sub¬ 
mission  I  hope  are  some  reasons  why  he  should  be  Look’t 
upon  before  the  ‘  Kings  Head  ’  who  as  yet  have  given 
no  proof  of  their  good  intentions,  but  on  the  Contrary  ! 

“  I  beg  pardon  for  my  impertinence  in  these  affairs 
and  crave  leave  to  subscribe  myself 

“  Dr  Sir, 

Your  Honour’s  most  faithful  and 
Most  obedient  Humble  Servant 
to  Command 

Wm.  White. 

Tuesday  3  o’clock  afternoon.” 
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P.S.  I  will  take  care  and  get  all  things  ready  for  the 
Election,  and  will  if  possible  wait  upon  you  Fryday. 

“  Pray  my  compliments  to  S’r  Lionel,  Mr.  Cutts  and  the 
rest  of  the  gentlemen  at  Hills. 

I  beg  you  will  excuse  the  badness  of  writing,  my 
hand  being  weak  and  swelled.” 

A  yet  more  interesting  letter  giving  an  account  of  the 
Election  which  took  place  on  17th  December  is  that  of  Mr. 
Dickenson,  who  furnishes  some  very  pretty  details.  The 
addition  of  this  private  and  personal  account  of  the  election 
of  1748  to  the  official  account  of  that  of  1747  given  above 
gives  a  very  good  idea  of  the  proceedings  at  an  Election  of 
this  period.  The  letter  is  addressed  to  Lord  Irwin,  and  is 
dated  Carey  Street,  London,  20th  December  1748  : — 

“  My  Lord, 

I  have  the  honour  to  inform  your  Lordship  that 
I  returned  yesterday  from  Horsham  and  brought  with 
me  the  Return  of  Sir  Lionel  Pilkington  for  the  Member. 
The  Horsham  people  behaved  decently  except  Tredcroft, 
whose  behaviour  Mr.  Ingram  and  Sir  Lionel  will  I  presume 
give  your  Lordship  some  account  of.  He  went  to  see 
them  at  Hills  but  he  behaved  very  awkwardly  and  when 
they  went  to  wait  upon  him  to  desire  his  vote  and  interest, 
instead  of  giving  them  an  answer,  he  fell  to  stirring  the 
fire  (before  which  they  were  sitting)  with  great  vehemence ; 
and  when  he  had  continued  to  do  so  for  some  time,  he 
sat  down  and  entered  upon  other  conversation.  How¬ 
ever,  before  they  came  away  Sir  Lionel  ventured  once 
.more  to  move  this  great  man  upon  the  score  of  his 
former  request,  and  then  he  vouchsafed  to  intimate  that 
it  was  granted.  I  was  told  he  had  talked  ridiculously 
to  John  Reynolds,1  one  of  the  Bailiffs,  about  the  Elec¬ 
tion  and  endeavoured  to  put  the  man  out  of  humour 
because  he  had  not  been  sent  for  to  shave  Sir  Lionel 
and  the  rest  of  the  gentlemen  at  Hills,  and  at  the  time 
of  the  election  he  did  not  come  to  the  Hall  till  the  Cere¬ 
mony  was  almost  over.  However  as  we  were  apprised 

1  Formerly  Mr.  Eversfield’s  private  barber  or  valet,  presumably  now  in 
business  in  the  town. 
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that  this  arose  from  a  consciousness  of  his  own  great 
importance  as  being  the  only  Justice  thereabouts,  and 
that  he  intended  to  make  us  wait  for  him  when  we  should 
be  constrained  to  send  for  him  to  swear  the  Bailiffs,  we 
avoided  it  all  by  swearing  the  Bailiffs  according  to  the  Act 
of  Parliament  before  three  of  the  Electors  ;  and  so  being 
disappointed  he  came  sneaking  in  at  the  latter  end,  and 
was  low  enough  to  please  himself  with  sneering  at  us  and 
putting  out  his  tongue  to  the  mob.  He  came  indeed  to 
dinner,  but  his  behaviour  there  was  of  a  piece  tho’  he 
met  with  very  little  encouragement,  for  the  people  in 
general  behaved  well  enough.  And  if  there  was  any 
underhand  design  of  watching  us  to  see  if  we  came  down 
strong  enough  and  popping  in  a  candidate  upon  us  all  at 
once  if  they  saw  opportunity,  I  took  care  they  should  have 
no  encouragement  to  put  it  in  execution,  having  all  the 
people  ready  which  your  Lordship  ordered  ;  and  when  I 
was  asked  how  many  we  were  and  whether  we  could  make 
thirty  I  answered  we  had  48  good  votes  besides  uncertain 
ones,  so  that  they  all  went  very  quietly  with  us  without 
one  dissenter  from  Ingram  and  Pilkington  for  ever.  I 
hope  your  Lordship  will  pardon  all  this  stuff  which  I 
should  not  trouble  you  with  but  that  your  Lordship  will 
perhaps  have  some  satisfaction  in  hearing  how  the  people 
behaved  this  first  time  of  your  Lordships  absence. 

“  Mr.  Wicker  went  to  London  the  day  or  the  day  after 
Sir  Lionel  came  to  Horsham  and  returned  the  day  of 
Election,  but  too  late  to  come  to  dinner.  However  he 
came  after  dinner  to  compliment  Mr.  Ingram  and  Sir 
Lionel,  and  all  your  Lordship’s  friends*  thought  he 
behaved  very  handsomely. 

“  I  am  ever  with  the  greatest  duty  and  respect,  My 
Lord,  Your  Lordship’s  most  faithful  humble  Servant 

“  Edward  Dickenson.” 

By  the  compromise  after  1715  between  the  Eversfield  and 
the  Ingram  families,  and  by  the  subsequent  entire  capture  of 
the  Borough  in  1737  by  Lord  Irwin,  the  responsibilities  of  the 
Members  of  Parliament  for  Horsham  were  completely  trans¬ 
ferred  from  the  Corporation  to  him.  The  connection  between 
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the  Borough  and  its  Members,  formerly  direct,  personal,  and 
intimate,  was  reduced  to  mere  machinery  ;  and  an  entirely 
new  relationship,  that  between  the  Patron  and  the  Members 
high  above  the  heads  of  the  Burgesses,  was  produced  by  it. 
The  Members  no  longer  held  their  seats  through  their  political 
or  other  agreement  with  the  Borough  constituents  or  a 
majority  of  them  ;  they  held  them  entirely  by  favour  of  the 
Borough  Patron.  For  seventy-five  years  the  Members  for 
Horsham  were  monotonously  returned  to  Parliament  at  each 
recurring  Election  without  a  “  by  your  leave  ”  to  the  genuine 
Burgesses  ;  for  fifty  of  these  seventy-five  years  Members  and 
Burgesses  alike  were  made  and  unmade  by  fiat  from  the 
Lords  of  Temple  Newsam,  and  the  preceding  and  the  following 
correspondence  1  show  most  plainly  their  complete  disregard 
of  the  ancient  rights  of  the  Burgesses,  and  the  subjugation 
of  the  Borough  to  their  exclusive  direction  of  its  Parliamentary 
business. 

The  Duke  of  Grafton  (Prime  Minister)  to  Lord  Irwin  : — 

“  Arlington  Street 
“  1 6th  January  1770. 

“  My  Lord, 

“  Mr.  James  Grenville  (one  of  the  members  for 
Horsham)  was  with  me  today  wishing  to  accept  of  some 
Office  in  order  to  clear  himself  from  the  Political  diffi¬ 
culties  in  which  he  found  himself  entangled.  I  could 
only  answer  to  him  that  I  must  know  your  Lordship’s 
thoughts  upon  such  a  Measure,  and  how  far  you  approved 
it  should  be  done. 

“  I  will  take  the  liberty  of  suggesting  to  your  Lordship 
whether  this  may  not  make  an  opening  to  relieve  Mr. 
Bailey  2  from  his  difficulties  and  put  an  end  to  the  dis¬ 
agreeable  Business  of  Abingdon. 

“  If  your  Lordship  should  not  approve  of  this  arrange¬ 
ment  and  should  not  have  any  friend  of  your  own  whom 
your  Lordship  wishes  to  bring  into  Parliament,  might  I 
be  allowed  to  express  the  great  obligation  that  you  would 


1  Historical  MSS.  Commission,  Vol.  VIII.,  pp.  184  et  seq . 

2  Lord  Irwin’s  brother-in-law. 
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lay  me  under  if  either  of  these  Gentlemen  were  to  be 
thought  of  by  your  Lordship  to  succeed  to  Mr.  Grenville  : 
Lord  Sydney,  the  head  of  my  mother’s  family  and  of 
great  Property  in  Ireland  ;  or  Mr.  Hutchinson,  the  Prime 
Serjeant  of  that  Kingdom  and  a  Gentleman  of  the  greatest 
abilities  there. 

“  Your  Lordship’s  former  goodness  has  drawn  me  into 
the  presumption.  I  will  beg  my  best  respects  to  Lady 
Irwin  and  that  your  Lordship  will  believe  me  to  be  with 
the  highest  Regards  and  Esteem, 

“  Your  most  obliged  humble  servant 

“  Grafton.” 


From  Mr.  Dickenson  to  Lord  Irwin 

“  20 th  January  1770. 

“  My  Lord, 

“  I  find  myself  immersed  this  morning  in  a  little  sea 
of  Politicks  w’ch  I  do  not  understand,  but  as  I  presume 
your  L’s’p  may  know  more  of  the  matter  I  thought  it 
proper  to  trouble  your  L’d’s’p  with  it. 

11  I  received  your  L’d’s’p’s  letter  last  night  w’ch  I 
immediately  answered  by  return  of  the  post  as  it  con¬ 
cerned  the  Election  and  w’ch  I  hope  your  L’s’p  has 
received. 

“  This  mn’g  I  had  a  visit  from  Mr.  J.  G.  to  ask  me  if 
I  had  rec’d  any  l’re  from  your  L’s’p.  I  told  him  I  had 
heard  from  your  L’s’p  lately,  and  he  asked  me  if  you  had 
said  anything  about  him  or  his  affair.  I  told  him  your 
L’s’p  had  mentioned  with  a  good  deal  'of  concern  (in 
which  I  joyned  with  you)  that  he  intended  to  give  up 
his  seat  and  that  there  must  be  a  new  Election.  He 
asked  if  nothing  more  ;  I  told  him  nothing  but  that  you 
sh’d  be  in  Town  soon  and  that  I  had  answered  the  letter, 
hoping  you  would  have  time  to  come  to  Town  to  attend 
that  matter.  He  expressed  himself  very  strongly  upon 
the  necessity  that  had  been  the  occasion  of  this,  but  that 
family  connections  &c  had  made  it  unavoidable,  and  said 
that  though  he  was  very  much  pressed  in  time  in  regard 
to  his  giving  up,  yet  the  sense  of  your  L’s’p’s  favours 
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wo’d  make  him  accommodate  himself  to  your  conven¬ 
ience  as  much  as  possible.  He  asked  me  if  you  had  said 
anything  about  Mr.  B  ;  I  told  him  no,  but  that  your 
L’s’p’s  letter  was  quite  general,  mentioning  nothing  in 
particular.  He  then  said  (but  with  the  greatest  secrecy) 
that  he  had  wrote  to  your  L’s’p  &  that  the  D.  of  G.  had 
done  the  same  and  that  your  L’s’p  had  ans’d  the  D. 
that  you  sho’d  be  glad  if  Mr.  B  would  give  up  his  pet’n 
that  he  might  come  in  in  his  room.  He  said  that  he 
came  to  tell  me  that  Mr.  B  might  come  in,  if  he  would 
give  up  his  pet’n  and  that  he  knew  it  was  your  L’d’s’p’s 
desire  and  wo’d  be  agreeable  ;  &  wanted  me  to  go  to 
Mr.  B.  to  tell  him  so  and  see  if  he  would  give  up  his 
pet’n,  which  he  seemed  to  intimate  was  a  hopeless  thing. 
I  asked  him  who  I  was  to  name  as  my  authority,  W’r  I 
must  name  him  ;  ‘  No,  by  no  means  ;  ’  ‘  Who  else,’ 

‘  Nobody  ;  ’  but  he  knew  it  wo’d  be  agreeable.  I  told 
him  it  wo’d  be  impossible  for  me  to  do  any  such  thing 
without  your  L’d’s’p’s  orders.  After  some  time  he  asked 
if  I  would  write  to  your  L’p  about  it  &  to  let  you  know 
that  it  wo'd  be  agreeable.  I  asked  at  whose  desire  &  who 
I  was  to  name.  He  said  he  co’d  not  tell  me.  I  said  I 
wo’d  not  do  it,  that  I  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  execute 
your  L’s’p’s  orders  when  I  sho’d  receive  them  &  that  it 
wo’d  be  very  improper  in  me  to  write  to  your  L’s’p  on 
such  an  affair  without  mentioning  anybody  and  even  if  I 
could  mention  anybody  it  was  improper  as  your  L’s’p 
had  said  nothing  to  me  about  it  ;  Here  we  stuck  for 
some  time  and  at  last  he  said  he  thought  I  was  right  not 
to  meddle  in  it  as  your  L’s’p’  had  said  nothing  to  me 
about  it.  That  he  was  going  to  the  D.  of  Newc  1  upon 
a  visit  &  was  too  late,  that  he  quite  agreed  with  me  it 
was  improper  and  desired  nothing  might  be  said  about 
it  nor  his  name  mentioned  nor  anything  about  the  matter 
to  any  body  &  so  we  parted. 

“  In  about  half  an  hour  or  less  afterw’d  he  came  again 
said  the  D.  was  gone  out,  that  he  had  since  seen  those 
he  had  advised  with  and  that  there  would  be  an  express 


1  Newcastle. 
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sent  to  your  L’s’p’  and  desired  to  know  if  I  wo’d  write 
to  you  by  it.  I  asked  who  they  were  he  had  consulted 
he  declined  telling  me  and  after  some  time  I  told  him  I 
did  not  choose  to  meddle  in  it  ;  repeated  that  I  had 
nothing  to  do  but  execute  your  L’s’p’s  orders,  that  as 
you  had  said  nothing  to  me  about  it,  I  could  not  possibly 
write  to  you  upon  it  especially  as  I  was  to  write  from 
nobody,  he  said  after  some  time  he  thought  I  was  quite 
right  and  so  left  me. 

“  What  there  may  be  in  all  this,  My  Lord  I  cannot  tell, 
but  perhaps  your  L’s’p  may  understand  it  better,  and 
whether  you  do  or  no  I  tho’t  it  my  duty  to  trouble  your 
L’s’p’  with  it. 

“  I  am  ever 
My  Lord 
Your  Lordships 

Most  affectionate  and  obedient 
humble  Servant 
E.D. 

“  I  hope  your  L’s’p  will  be  in 
Town  time  enough  for  Elec’n.” 

From  N.  Bayly  to  Lord  Irwin  : — 

“  London 

“24 th  January  1770. 

“  My  Dear  Lord, 

“  I  received  your  favour  of  the  20th  and  observe 
your  Lordship  has  been  so  good  to  propose  what  you 
wrote  me  in  your  former  favour  to  the  D.  of  Grafton  to 
which  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  hear  his  answer.  I  find  it 
is  now  generally  known  that  Mr.  Grenville  is  to  resign 
his  seat  and  today  I  had  a  very  extraordinary  proposal 
from  Mr.  Morton  and  which  I  really  think  it  my  duty  to 
acquaint  your  Lordship  with  as  it  appears  to  me  to  be  a 
reflection  on  your  right,  Lord  Irnim  took  me  aside  in  the 
House  of  Corns  and  told  me  that  if  I  would  give  up  my 
petition  I  should  now  be  brought  in  for  Horsham.  I 
immediately  asked  him  how  he  came  to  have  a  right  to 
make  me  such  a  proposal  as  I  apprehended  the  right  of 
choosing  there  belonged  to  you,  his  answer  was  that  your 
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Lordship  was  obliged  to  bring  in  such  a  person  as  the 
D.  of  Grafton  approved  of  and  in  this  kind  of  strain  he 
talked  for  some  time.  I  told  him  I  should  not  give  up 
my  petition  for  that  I  had  pledged  myself  to  the  Electors 
of  Abingdon  to  stand  the  event  and  therefore  could  not 
on  any  consideration  decline  it  and  indeed  I  never  could 
shew  my  face  if  I  was  to  do  it.  I  rather  think  this  a 
mear  invention  of  his  and  Morton’s  but  I  thought  it  best 
to  inform  your  Lordship  of  it.  However,  as  I  promised 
not  to  mention  it  I  beg  your  Lordship  to  take  no  notice 
of  it. 

“  I  am  my  dear  Lord 
Your  faithful  and  much 
obliged  humble  servant 
N.  Bayly. 

“  P.S.  Sir  John  Wrottesley  (The  Duchess  of  Grafton’s 
Brother)  was  telling  me  of  the  vacancy  at  Horsham  and 
I  explained  to  him  how  impossible  it  was  for  me  to  give 
up  Abingdon  which  he  appeared  well  convinced  of  & 
promised  me  to  describe  it  to  the  D.  of  Grafton.” 


Mr.  Bayly  to  Lord  Irwin  : — 


“  Dover  St.  London 
“  Jth  Feb.  1770 


“  My  Dear  Lord, 

“  Mr.  Morton  has  this  day  agreed  to  give  up  the 
contest  at  Abingdon.  .  .  .  After  it  was  agreed,  Lord 
North  came  in  and  asked  me  if  I  knew  whether  your 
Lordship  would  have  any  objection  to  bring  Mr.  Morton 
in  for  Horsham.  I  replied  I  did  not  know  upon  \yhich  he 
said  he  should  desire  the  D.  of  Grafton  to  write  your 
upon  it.  Now  as  it  was  certain  I  should  have 
beaten  Mr.  Morton  and  that  he  knew  it  ...  I  therefore 
think  your  Lordship  is  under  no  kind  of  obligation  to 
bring  Morton  in  for  Horsham  on  my  account. 

“  I  am  your  Lordships 
Most  obedient  Humble  Servant 
N.  Bayly.” 
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The  Duke  of  Grafton  to  Lord  Irwin  : — 

“  Arlington  Street, 

“  yth  Feb.  1770. 

“  My  Dear  Lord, 

“  The  negociation,  which  in  my  last  letter  I  told 
your  Lordship  was  still  in  agitation  in  regard  to  the 
Abingdon  business,  I  have  now  been  able  to  conclude. 
Mr.  Morton  gives  up  Abingdon,  trusting  to  your  Lord¬ 
ship’s  Patronage  of  him  at  Horsham.  I  can  now  there¬ 
fore  congratulate  you  that  Mr.  Bayly’s  success  at  Abing¬ 
don,  which  you  have  so  much  wished,  is  in  so  likely  a 
way  to  be  compleated. 

“  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  my  dear  Lord,  with  the 
truest  regard  and  esteem 

“  Your  Lordship’s 
Most  obedient 

Humble  Servant 
Grafton.” 


Lord  Irwin  to  the  Duke  of  Grafton  : — 

(Extract)  “  February  1770. 

“  I  am  surprised  that  Mr.  Morton  should  be  named 
for  Horsham.  I  deem  myself  engaged  to  bring  in  Mr. 
Wallace,  not  thinking  myself  under  any  obligation  to 
Mr.  Morton  for  resigning  pretensions  to  represent  Abing¬ 
don,  which  he  found  at  best  very  doubtful  and  which 
Mr.  Bayly  is  of  opinion  could  not  have  succeeded.  Had 
Mr.  Morton  meant  to  accept  my  offer  he  would  not  have 
proceeded  in  the  contest.” 

The  Duke  of  Grafton  to  Lord  Irwin  : — 


“  Arlington  Street, 

“  14th  Feb.  1770. 

“  My  Dear  Lord, 

“  I  am  extremely  concerned  that  the  uncertainty  of 
Mr.  Morton’s  decision,  on  my  first  making  to  him  the 
proposal  from  your  Lordship,  should  have  occasioned 
Your  Lordship  to  think  that  I  had  been  wanting  in  that 
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attention  which  your  Kindness  to  me  had  a  right  to 
demand  ;  yet  I  must  do  that  gentleman  the  justice  to 
say,  as  he  must  suffer  from  that  indecision,  that,  tho’ 
late,  he  came  into  Mr.  Bayly’s  wishes  before  his  defeat 
was  anyway  clear.  Your  Lordship’s  proposal  for  Mr. 
Wallace  I  most  gratefully  accept,  and  I  will  have  the 
honour  of  acquainting  you  as  soon  as  I  understand  that 
the  Writ  is  to  be  moved  for  Horsham  in  Mr.  Grenville’s 
room. 

“  I  have  the  honour  to  be  My  Lord,  with  the  truest 
Regard  and  Esteem, 

“  Your  Lordships 
most  faithful 

Humble  Servant, 
Grafton.” 

In  none  of  these  letters,  nor  in  any  others  of  the  many  we 
have  seen  is  there  any  expression  or  sign  of  concern  in  regard 
to  the  Burgesses  of  Horsham  or  for  the  interests  of  the  Borough, 
no  hint  of  encouraging  or  even  of  allowing  them  to  exercise 
their  political  intelligence  in  the  choice  of  a  Member.  It  will 
be  remembered  that  when  Mr.  Eversfield  and  Mr.  Michell,  in 
1678,  wished  to  resign  their  claims  for  wages  their  business 
lay  directly  with  the  Bailiffs  and  Burgesses.  The  wish  of 
Mr.  Grenville  to  resign  his  seat  directed  him  not  to  them, 
who  he  well  knew  could  say  neither  yea  nor  nay  on  any  matter 
concerning  his  supposed  representation  of  them  in  Parliament ; 
but  to  Lord  Irwin  his  one  only  real  constituent  and  the  only 
person  he  could  be  truly  said  to  represent,  and  to  whom  of 
course  he  addressed  his  resignation. 

“  Mount  St. 

“  nth  Jan.  1770. 

“  My  Dear  Lord, 

“  As  I  intend  to  accept  of  an  office  to  vacate  my  seat 
in  order  to  retire  from  Parliament  I  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  of  acquainting  you  with  it.  Permit  me  to 
express  every  sentiment  of  my  warmest  acknowledg¬ 
ments  to  you  for  the  favour  you  conferred  upon  me  in 
nominating  me  for  Horsham.  I  shall  ever  retain  a  most 
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gratefull  sense  of  the  obliging  manner  in  which  you  acted 
towards  me  upon  that  occasion.  I  am  with  the  sincerest 
esteem  and  respect, 

“  My  dear  Lord, 

Your  most  obliged  and  most  obedient 
humble  servant, 

James  Grenville.” 

“  Butleigh 
“  12 th  March  1770. 

“  My  Dear  Lord, 

“  Since  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Dickenson  I  received  a 
warrant  from  Lord  North  appointing  me  to  the  Steward¬ 
ships  of  one  of  the  East  Hundreds  in  Berkshire  in  order 
to  vacate  my  seat  in  Parliament.  I  declined  accepting  it 
at  that  time,  but  the  Duke  of  Grafton  having  now  ac¬ 
quainted  me  that  you  are  come  to  Town  and  are  prepared 
for  an  opening  at  Horsham,  I  have  this  day  by  my  answer 
agreed  to  accept  of  an  office  for  that  purpose,  but  I  have 
desired  that  it  may  not  be  made  use  of  till  in  point  of 
time  it  is  quite  convenient  to  you.  Permit  me  to  repeat 
my  acknowledgments  to  you  for  the  favor  you  con¬ 
ferred  upon  me  and  believe  me  to  be  with  the  most  perfect 
esteem  and  regard 

“  My  Lord 

Your  most  faithfull 
humble  Servant 
J.  Grenville.” 

Similarly,  in  1 773,  when  the  Horsham  Parish  Authorities 
had  got  involved  in  financial  difficulties,  from  which  they 
were  advised  it  would  require  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  extricate 
them,  they  dare  not  seek  assistance  directly  from  the  Borough 
Members,  but  begged  it  as  a  favour  from  Lord  Irwin. 

“  My  Lord, 

“  We  make  bold  to  send  the  bearer  hereof,  Mr. 
William  Ellis,  to  your  Lordship  with  a  case  respecting 
money  lent  and  borrowed  for  the  use  of  this  Parish  ;  and 
should  esteem  it  as  a  great  favour  if  your  Lordship  would 
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please  to  send  him  with  a  letter  to  Mr.  Pratt  and  Mr. 
Wallace  our  Members  in  Parliament  requesting  them  to 
give  a  full  opinion  thereon. 

“  We  are,  My  Lord 
Your  Lordship’s  most  obedient  and 
very  humble  Servants 


Horsham 
16th  May  1773 


Guilford  Vinall 

Thomas  Lintott 

G.  .  .  .  Jenden 

Jno.  Dendy 

James  Howes 

Ralph  Joanes  Jnr. 

John  Burry 

Richard  Williamson 

Geo.  Rawlison 

John  Nevill 

John  Bachelor 

Ralph  Joanes  Senr 

Drew  Michell 

C.  Hunt 

David  Davidson 

Richard  Hurst 

Wm.  Batchelor 

Ed.  Griffith 

Wm.  Roberts 

The  mark  of  *  Phillip  Hewell 

Jno.  Taylor 

John  Seagrave 

Tho’s  Ansell 

Thomas  Waller 

Charles  Cooper 

Cha’s  Dendy 

Wm.  Scutt 

Jno.  Muzzell 

Geo.  Waller 

Ric’d  Grinstead 

John  Holden 

John  Meredew 

Tho’s  Somersett 

Sam’l  Virgin 

Fran  ;  Osgood 

Thomas  Bristow 

Edw’d  Curtis 

Jno.  Honey 

Dan  Greenfield 

R.  Collins 

Wm.  Tyler 

J.  Michell 

Wm.  James 

Geo.  Mannooch 

Samuel  Thomas 

James  Aylward 

Jas.  Vinall 

Thomas  Griffith.” 

Lord  Irwin  accepted  Mr.  Grenville’s  resignation  ;  and, 
having  successfully  resisted  the  attempt  to  reduce  Horsham 
to  a  political  wet-nurse  to  the  Borough  of  Abingdon  in  travail 
with  the  doubtful  issue  of  a  Petition  ;  in  complete  disregard 
of  any  desires  the  Burgesses  or  Townspeople  of  Horsham  might 
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have,  “  brought  in  ”  Mr.  Wallace  in  April  I77V  who  sat  as 
Member  for  Horsham  till  his  death  in  November,  1783. 

In  June  1778  Mr.  Wallace  was  appointed  Solicitor-General, 
and  in  July  1780  he  was  further  appointed  Attorney-General. 
We  get  an  interesting  account  of  his  re-election  without 
opposition  upon  this  latter  promotion  : — 

“  On  Wednesday  last  (12th  July)  the  bells  were  set 
ringing,  the  Burghers  with  colours  set  flying  paraded  the 
Town  with  a  Band.  In  the  evening  the  Volunteers’ 
associated  Company  drew  up  before  the  Kings  Head  and 
fired  twelve  exceeding  good  volleys.  A  bonfire  was  after¬ 
wards  made  in  the  Town,  and  several  hogsheads  of  beer 
were  distributed  among  the  populace  who  behaved  them¬ 
selves  with  the  greatest  propriety  and  decorum,  ending 
in  a  ball  in  which  all  the  gentry  and  principal  inhabitants 
of  the  Town  associated  ;  and,  as  a  proof  of  their  con¬ 
tempt  of  party  bickerings,  vied  with  each  other  in  making 
themselves  agreeable.”  1 

From  1738  to  1786  the  state  of  Parliamentary  representa¬ 
tion  at  Horsham  closely  coincided  with  that  of  the  Country 
generally  ;  it  was  at  its  lowest  ebb  as  a  Constituency  that 
was  supposed  to  elect  its  Members. 

“  In  this  period  Borough  Corruption  was  more  rampant 
than  at  any  other  time  in  the  history  of  the  representa¬ 
tive  System.  It  was  the  heyday  of  official  Election 
managers  as  well  as  non-official  Boroughmongers,  Soldiers 
of  fortune  or  adventurers  in  Political  life.”  2 


Upon  the  death,  in  1778,  of  Charles  the  9th  and  last  Lord 
Irwin  his  widow,  Frances,  Lady  Irwin,  inherited  for  her 
life  all  the  Irwin  Estates  and  Interests  at  Horsham.  She 
continued  her  frequent  visits  and  residence  at  Hills  and 
maintained  with  vigour  and  determination  the  family  hold 
upon  the  Borough  ;  she  lost  no  opportunity  of  buying  Burgage 
property  as  it  came  into  the  Market,  and  she  had  no  opposition 

1  “  Sussex  Advertiser,”  17th  July  1780. 

2  Porritt,  “  The  Unreformed  House  of  Commons,”  p.  273. 
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except  from  such  as  desired  to  purchase  these  properties  from 
considerations  uninfluenced  by  the  political  importance  attach¬ 
ing  to  Burgage  tenure. 

The  appointment  by  George  III.  of  Lord  North  as  Prime 
Minister  of  the  Tory  Government  of  1770  coincides  with  the 
nomination  as  M.P.  for  Horsham  of  Mr.  Wallace,  K.C.,  who 
afterwards  was  made  Solicitor-General  and  Attorney-General 
in  the  Tory  administration.  This  fact  shows  a  change  in 
political  disposition  from  that  of  Henry,  Lord  Irwin  under 
the  Whig  Duke  of  Newcastle  to  that  of  Charles,  Lord  Irwin, 
who  thus  supported  the  Tory  Lord  North. 

Later  in  1783  John  Robinson,  who  had  been  first  patronage 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  was  employed  as  the  King’s  agent 
at  the  General  Election  of  1784,  and  in  his  management  of 
the  business  made  a  survey  of  the  Royal  prospects  in  the 
Boroughs.  Writing  of  Horsham’s  two  seats,  which  he  puts 
under  the  heading  “  doubtful,”  he  says  :  “  Horsham  is  Lady 
Irwin’s  Borough  ;  has  generally  been  got  for  the  friends  of 
the  Government  by  attention  and  will  probably  be  so  again, 
but  will  require  now  a  little  more  management.”  1 


Now  and  again  we  get  a  glimpse  of  a  little  personal  in¬ 
dependent  spirit  in  opposition  to  the  Lords  Irwin  domination. 
In  1765  there  appeared  the  prospect  of  an  independent  Candi¬ 
date  in  Colonel,  afterwards  General,  John  Leland.  In  refer¬ 
ence  to  this  Mr.  Dickenson  writes  to  Lord  Irwin  : — 

“  I  fancy  the  Mr.  Leland  your  Lordship  writes  about  is 
a  Col.  Leland  that  married  a  Miss  Upton  of  Warnham 
Place.  ...  I  can’t  imagine  he  can  have  any  expectations 
but  from  your  Lordship’s  assistance,  as  he  is  a  stranger 
there  till  of  late  and  has  but  one  vote  which  formerly 
belonged  to  one  Mr.  Cowper  who  served  for  the  place 
about  1700.” 

Colonel  Leland,  who  afterwards  lived  at  Strood,  having  married 
Cowper’s  niece,  did  not  proceed  with  his  candidature  at  Hor¬ 
sham.  He  sat  for  Stamford,  in  Lincolnshire.  On  15th  June 


i“  Parliamentary  Papers  of  John  Robinson,”  p.  91. 
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1770  Mr.  Meredew  wrote  Lord  Irwin  respecting  Mr.  Somersett, 
who  independently  owned  a  Burgage  property  : — 

“  I  never  had  such  answer  before  as  I  had  of  him. 
Soon  after  his  father  was  dead  I  went  to  Mr.  Somersett 
to  ask  for  his  Voat  and  Intrest  and  he  said  he  did  not 
know,  but  he  thought  they  should  have  a  meeting  for 
it  to  Consult  who  to  put  up.  I  told  him  it  was  My  Lord 
Irwin’s  Interest  we  were  apon.” 

In  1780,  when  Lord  Lewisham  was  returned  for  the  County 
of  Staffordshire  as  well  as  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham,  he, 
as  always  in  such  cases,  chose  to  sit  for  the  County.  “  On 
that  occasion,”  we  read, 

“  William  Barnaby  Green  Esq  offered  himself  as  a  candi¬ 
date  at  Horsham,  whereupon  Drew  Michell  (one  of  the 
Bailiffs)  was  sent  for  to  the  Kings  Head  Inn  by  Mr. 
Wallis’  Clerk  (Lady  Irwin’s  Agent)  who  with  his  friends 
were  in  great  consternation  at  the  expected  (threatened) 
opposition  ;  and  upon  their  stating  the  circumstances  of 
Mr.  Green’s  offer  and  the  duty  which  would  devolve 
upon  him  as  a  Bailiff,  he,  Michell,  then  told  Mr.  Wallis 
that  if  there  was  an  opposition  they  must  do  without 
him,  for  as  he  had  not  been  admitted  he  conceived  he 
had  no  right  to  be  there  or  to  make  any  Return  ;  or  to 
give  his  vote,  for  the  same  reason  ;  and  he  absolutely 
declined  to  do  so.” 

It  appears  that  Mr.  Green  withdrew  his  opposition  ;  where¬ 
upon,  with  a  new  courage  born  of  the  withdrawal,  Michell, 
who  was  given  his  “  snatch-papers  ”  by  Lord  'Irwin  in  Sep¬ 
tember  1774  (since  when  there  had  been  no  Court  Baron  at 
which  he  could  be  admitted),  bravely  came  forward  and  made  a 
Return  of  Sir  George  Osborne,  Bart.,  in  Lady  Irwin’s  interest. 


In  the  year  1771  an  Act  of  Parliament  was  passed  which 
made  the  genuine  Burgesses  of  Horsham  politically  unique 
in  the  Kingdom.  In  addition  to  their  two  votes  each  for  the 
Borough,  those  who  were  Freeholders  to  the  annual  value  of 
40  shillings  had  also  had  from  time  immemorial  two  votes 
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each  for  Knights  of  the  Shire  for  the  County  of  Sussex.  At 
this  time  the  Borough  of  New  Shoreham  had  reached  a  state 
of  political  corruption  that  compelled  Parliament  to  take 
strong  action  against  it.  There  was  established  there  a  club 
called  the  “  Christian  Club  ”  which  consisted  solely  of  a 
majority  of  the  “  Scot  and  lot  ”  voters  who  exercised  their 
franchise  in  selling  the  Shoreham  seats  in  Parliament  to  the 
highest  bidder,  and  shared  the  proceeds  among  themselves. 
On  the  10th  November  1770  Mr.  Meredew  writes  to  Lord 
Irwin  : — 

“  There  is  one  of  the  Members  dead  at  Shoreham  and 
they  say  there  is  3  has  been  there  to  make  Intrest ;  one 
is  Ginarall  Smith,  he  took  Capt.  Spering  with  him  and 
Bought  him  back  in  his  Coach.  I  think  Capt.  Speing 
will  kill  himself  drinking  and  swaring.” 

General  Smith  lived  at  Horsham.  He  offered  the 
“  Christians  ”  1  £3000  in  cash  and  undertook  to  build  or  cause 
to  be  built  600  tons  of  shipping  at  Shoreham.  His  offer  was 
rejected  in  favour  of  a  better  one  from  a  Mr.  Rimbold,  but  the 
choice  of  this  candidate  in  preference  to  the  “  ginarall  ” 
caused  a  split  in  the  “  Christian  ”  camp  and  exposed  their 
avarice.  Parliament  did  not  disfranchise  the  Borough,  but, 
in  order  to  outweigh  and  correct  the  evil  rampant  there,  it 
extended  the  Constituency  to  the  inclusion  of  all  the  40- 
shilling  Freeholders  in  the  Rape  of  Bramber.  By  this  Act, 
therefore,  all  the  40-shilling  Freeholders  of  Horsham  not 
being  Burgesses  had  their  Parliamentary  votes  increased  from 
two  to  four,  and  the  Burgesses  had  theirs  increased  from  four 
to  six.  No  voter  in  any  other  Constituency  in  the  Kingdom 
enjoyed  the  privilege  of  voting  for  six  Members  to  Parliament, 
but  the  privilege  was  restricted  to  but  few  persons  ;  only  the 
independent  Burgesses  really  possessed  the  six  votes,  and 
these,  during  the  whole  period  of  sixty  years  from  1771  to 
1832,  owing  to  their  political  impotence  in  the  Borough,  had 
the  opportunity  of  using  their  unique  privilege  only  three 
times,  viz.  in  1790,  1806,  and  1807  when,  as  we  shall  now  see, 
the  Irwin  domination  of  the  Borough  was  challenged  by  the 
Duke  of  Norfolk. 

1  So  called  because  they  divided  the  money  in  common. 
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Early  Demands  for  Reform — The  Duke  of  Norfolk  Appears — The 
Irwin  Control  Challenged — Doubtful  Burgages — The  Duke 
attacks  Lady  Irwin — Bogus  Title  Deeds — The  Duke  Re-captures 
his  Courts. 

It  was  not  until  1786  that  there  appeared  any  hope  of  rescuing 
the  Borough  of  Horsham  from  the  grip  of  the  Ingram  family. 
Before  this  time  there  had  arisen  throughout  the  Country 
many  expressions  of  desire,  even  determination,  for  a  revision 
of  the  manner  of  Parliamentary  representation.  In  1770  the 
Grenville  Act  was  passed,  by  which  Committees  selected  to 
try  controverted  Election  petitions  were  chosen  in  a  manner 
that  guaranteed  much  fairer  decisions  to  electors  and  elected 
than  had  hitherto  prevailed.  The  newspaper  press  was 
beginning  to  focus  and  encourage  the  dissatisfaction  felt  in 
many  Boroughs.  An  important  Association  was  formed 
which  voiced  the  sporadic  outbursts  in  some  of  the  larger 
Boroughs  and  Towns,  some  of  them  as  yet  unrepresented,  and 
brought  them  into  touch  with  the  possibilities  of  Reform. 
Electors  and  non-electors  in  the  smaller  Boroughs,  who  had 
been  in  ignorance  of  the  aspirations  and  movements  of  those 
in  other  Boroughs,  saw  their  grievances  reflected  elsewhere  ; 
and  even  with  the  limited  means  of  communication  that 
obtained  in  those  times,  clamours  for  Reform’  echoed  from 
Borough  to  Borough  and  intruded  into  the  debates  in  the 
Plouse  of  Commons. 

In  1783  a  large  public  meeting,  called  by  Mr.  Peckham, 
the  Recorder  of  Chichester,  was  held  there  to  consider  Parlia¬ 
mentary  Reform.  “  The  evil,”  he  said, 

“  was  that  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  were  an 
instrument  in  the  hands  of  the  Minister  to  plunder  and 
oppress  the  people.  Many  Boroughs  were  in  the  hands 
of  the  Government,  which  the  Minister  filled  with  his 

1 18 
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creatures.  Other  Boroughs  were  private  property  which 
were  sold  to  the  best  bidders  and  those  persons  who 
bought  their  seats  would  sell  their  votes.” 

A  petition  for  Reform  was  proposed  by  Mr.  Peckham,  seconded 
by  the  Mayor,  supported  by  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  and 
carried  unanimously.1 

Of  the  28  Sussex  Members  of  Parliament  at  this  time, 
IO  only  were  returned  by  the  people  ;  8  were  returned  by 
the  Minister;  and  10  (including  those  for  Horsham)  by 
private  Borough  owners. 

In  the  same  year  Pitt,  who  associated  himself  with  the 
movement  for  Reform,  said  : — 

“  This  House  is  not  representative  of  the  people  of 
Great  Britain,  it  is  the  representative  of  nominal  Boroughs 
—of  ruined  and  exterminated  Towns — of  noble  families 
— of  wealthy  individuals — of  foreign  potentates.” 

In  1785  on  the  18th  April  he  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  “  amend  the  representation  of  the  people  of  England 
in  Parliament.”  The  motion  was  rejected  by  284  votes  to 
174.  Fox,  speaking  in  the  House  in  1795,  said  : — 

11  There  is  one  class  of  Constituent  whose  instructions 
it  is  considered  the  implied  duty  of  Members  to  obey, 
when  gentlemen  represent  populous  Towns  and  Cities, 
then  it  is  a  disputed  point  whether  they  ought  to  obey 
their  voice  or  follow  the  dictates  of  their  own  conscience. 
But  if  they  represent  a  noble  Lord  or  a  noble  Duke,  then 
it  becomes  no  longer  a  question  of  doubt  as  he  is  not  con¬ 
sidered  a  man  of  honour  who  does  not  implicitly  obey 
the  orders  of  a  single  Constituent. — He  is  sent  here  by 
my  Lord  this  or  the  Duke  of  that,  and,  if  he  does  not 
obey  the  instructions  he  receives,  he  is  not  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  a  man  of  honour  and  a  gentleman.  ...  If  he 
dares  to  disagree  with  the  Duke  or  Lord  whose  represen¬ 
tative  he  is,  then  he  must  be  considered  as  unfit  for  the 
Society  of  men  of  honour.  The  seats  of  these  men  were 
bestowed  upon  them  by  patrons  who  assured  themselves 
of  the  political  views  of  their  nominees.” 

1  “  Sussex  Advertiser,”  6th  January  1783.  This  Duke  of  Richmond  was 
a  strong  Whig  reformer. 
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In  1788  a  great  obstacle  to  a  wider  and  freer  enfranchise¬ 
ment  was  removed  when,  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  dealing 
with  controverted  elections,  a  clause  was  inserted  making  it 
“  lawful  for  any  person  or  persons  within  twelve  months  after 
the  determination  of  the  right  of  Election  to  petition  the 
House  to  be  admitted  a  party  or  parties  to  oppose  the  right  of 
Election.”  By  this  Act  the  finality  put,  in  1729,  upon  last 
determinations  was  removed,  and  though  it  could  not  apply 
to  the  last  determination  for  Horsham  in  1715,  it  had  a  great 
clarifying  and  reforming  effect  upon  the  whole  political 
atmosphere  of  the  Country  and  gave  indirect  aid  to  the  possi¬ 
bilities  of  a  change  at  Horsham. 

On  the  31st  of  August  1786  Charles,  the  10th  Duke  of 
Norfolk,  died.  He  was  succeeded  by  his  son  Charles,  the 
nth  Duke,  then  a  man  40  years  of  age  and  the  one  man 
alone  in  whom  lay  the  power  to  challenge,  with  the  possibility 
of  success,  the  political  supremacy  of  the  Ingram  family  in 
the  Borough  of  Horsham  and  to  rectify  the  usurpation  that 
the  apathy  of  his  immediate  predecessors  had  allowed  that 
family  to  practise  upon  his  inheritance.  As  he  did  challenge 
it  and  became  consequently  intimately  connected  with  Hors¬ 
ham  nearly  from  the  time  of  his  succession  to  the  Dukedom 
until  his  death,  a  few  words  as  to  his  extraordinary  character 
may  not  be  out  of  place  here.  He  was  born  on  the  26th  March 
1746,  and  brought  up  in  Cumberland  by  Roman  Catholic 
tutors  ;  but  either  he  was  not  good  material  for  them  to  work 
upon  or  they  were  incapable  of  fulfilling  their  duty,  for  he 
broke  with  the  Church  and  as  he  grew  up  it  became  evident 
he  possessed  but  little  education  or  morality.  As  a  set-off, 
however,  he  possessed  considerable  ability  which,  together 
with  his  high  position,  gave  him  later  much  influence  in  the 
political  world  to  which  while  yet  in  his  twenties  he  was 
attracted.  In  1774  he  greatly  interested  himself  in  the 
Carlisle  Election,  and  in  1780  and  1784  was  elected  one  of  the 
Members  for  that  Borough.  In  1783  he  was  one  of  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury.  He  was  a  staunch  supporter  of  Charles  Fox, 
and  was  one  of  the  chief  spirits  of  the  notorious  Whig  club. 
At  a  meeting  of  this  club  on  the  28th  January  1795,  to  cele¬ 
brate  the  birthday  of  Fox,  he  addressed  the  meeting  of  1800 
people  as  follows  : — 


Charles,  eleventh  Duke  of  Norfolk,  Lord  of 
the  Manor  of  Horsham. 


Arundel  Castle,, circa  1790,  the  seat  of  the  Dukes  of  Norfolk, 
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“  We  are  met  in  a  moment  of  difficulty  to  celebrate  the 
birthday  of  a  man  dear  to  the  friends  of  freedom.  I 
will  only  recall  to  your  memory  that  not  20  years  ago 
George  Washington  had  not  more  than  two  thousand 
men  to  rally  round  him  when  his  Country  was  attacked. 
America  is  now  free.  This  day  full  two  thousand  men 
are  assembled  in  this  place.  I  leave  you  to  make  the 
application.”  The  Duke  then  gave  this  toast:  “Our 
sovereign’s  health,  the  Majesty  of  the  people.” 

This  speech  certainly  displayed  some  courage  in  the  first  Peer 
of  the  Realm,  but  to  the  mind  of  one  placed  socially  higher 
than  he  was,  it  displayed  a  much  less  pleasing  quality,  and  one 
of  its  immediate  results  was  that  the  King  signified  his  wish 
that  the  Duke  should  be  displaced  from  the  Lord-Lieutenancy 
of  the  West  Riding  of  the  County  of  Yorkshire.  In  1807  he 
was  reinstated  in  favour,  and  made  Lord-Lieutenant  of  the 
County  of  Sussex. 

Opinions  will  differ  as  to  the  Duke’s  political  character  ; 
but  they  are  unanimous  in  condemnation  of  his  private  char¬ 
acter,  which  had  but  few  redeeming  qualities.  “  Jockey  of 
Norfolk,”  as  he  was  called  by  his  intimate  and  low  associates, 
gave  full  vent  to  his  every  vicious  desire  and  indulged  them 
almost  from  his  youth  to  the  end  of  his  days.  Many  stories 
are  told  of  his  excessive  drinking  : — 

“  While  still  a  youth  he  would  often  dine  with  his 
father  at  the  ‘  Thatched  House  ’  tavern,  drink  him  and 
his  friends  under  the  table  and  then  scarcely  affected 
by  these  potations  sally  forth  to  begin  the  night.”  1 
“  There  was  none  who  could  drink  glass  for  glass,  or 
rather  bottle  for  bottle,  with  him.”  2  “  He  could  swill 

wine  like  a  Silenus  and  gorge  beefstakes  like  a  buckhorse.”3 
“  His  appetite,”  wrote  Charles  Marsh,  from  personal 
observations  at  the  Beefsteak  Club,  “  literally  grew  by 
what  it  fed  on.  Two  or  three  succeeding  beef  steaks 
fragrant  from  the  gridiron  rapidly  vanished ;  in  my 
simplicity  I  thought  his  labours  were  over,  I  was 

1  Melville,  “  The  Beaux  of  the  Regency,”  Vol.  I.,  p.  86. 

a  Ibid. 

3  Richardson,  “  Recollections  of  the  Last  Half  of  Century.” 
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mistaken,  for  I  observed  him  rubbing  his  plate  with  a 
shallot  to  prepare  it  for  the  reception  of  another.”  1 
“  His  devotion  to  the  bottle  had  one  advantage,  viz.  it 
enabled  his  servants  to  wash  him  when  he  was  too  drunk 
to  know  or  resist ;  for  ‘  his  Grace  of  Norfolk  could 
never  bring  himself  to  make  use  of  water  for  any  pur¬ 
pose.’  Cleanliness  indeed  was  foreign  to  his  nature.”  2 
Of  his  worse  vices  we  need  not  speak  ;  these  he  exercised 
to  the  last,  and  when  he  died  Penn  wrote  for  him  an 
epitaph  in  two  lines  : — 

“  What  Norfolk  has  been  you  may  learn  from  this  placard 
He  lived  like  a  beast  and  he  died  like  a  blackguard.” 

Yet  it  would  be  unfair  to  omit  mention  of  some  of  the  good 
qualities  and  deeds  that  stand  to  his  credit.  He  was  a  man 
of  great  activity  of  mind,  and,  notwithstanding  his  enormous 
girth,  of  body  also.  “  Nature,”  says  Wraxall,3  “  had  cast 
him  in  her  coarsest  mould,”  yet  “  intelligence  was  marked  in 
his  features  which  were  likewise  expressive  of  frankness  and 
sincerity.”  “  Another  redeeming  point,”  says  another  writer,4 
“  a  conspicuous  one,  was  the  consistency  and  the  steadiness 
of  his  political  principles.”  He  was  possessed  of  considerable 
legal  knowledge  “  and  of  a  rude  eloquence  which  he  exercised 
both  in  the  House  of  Commons  and  the  House  of  Lords.” 
He  was  very  keen  on  the  values  and  privileges  of  properties  in 
lands  and  houses,  and  kept  an  intelligent  control  of  his  vast 
estates  ;  took  a  great  interest  in  all  Sussex  County  business, 
and  actively  promoted  the  proposal  for  a  canal  through  or 
near  Horsham  from  London  to  Portsmouth,  attending  many 
meetings  at  the  “  Anchor  Inn,”  Horsham,  as  .Chairman  of  a 
committee  for  that  purpose  in  1792.  He  was  responsible  for 
the  magnificent  restoration  of  Arundel  Castle  (where,  chiefly, 
he  lived  in  great  splendour),  the  Horsham  Town  Hall,  and 
other  buildings.  To  his  patronage  of  Art  and  Science  is  due 
the  production  of  what  is  still  the  best  work  on  Sussex  topo¬ 
graphy,  Dallaway  and  Cartwright’s  “  History  of  Western 
Sussex.” 

1  Marsh,  “  The  Clubs  of  London.” 

2  Melville,  “  Beaux  of  the  Regency,”  Vol.  I.,  p.  91. 

3  Ibid..,  Vol.  III.  4  R.  C.  Wilton,  “  Dublin  Review.” 
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“If  in  his  cups  he  was  quarrelsome,  when  sober  he 
was  an  agreeable  companion  ;  his  conversation  was  pithy 
and  full  of  a  cleverness  which  even  the  strongest  Port 
failed  to  eliminate.”  1 

In  the  same  year  (1786)  there  also  died  the  late  Duke’s 
Steward  of  the  liberties  of  the  Rape  of  Bramber,  Mr.  Penfold, 
who  had  presided  also  as  Steward  at  the  Duke’s  Court  Barons 
at  Horsham  for  the  past  thirteen  years.  His  predecessor, 
Mr.  Brown,  had  been  Steward  for  forty  years,  and  the  fact 
that  both  these  gentlemen  lived  at  Steyning,  where  the  Dukes 
of  Norfolk  had  interests  similar  to  those  they  had  at  Horsham 
and  Shoreham,  very  probably  contributed  to  that  looseness 
of  the  Duke’s  hold  upon  the  Borough  of  Horsham  which  gave 
the  Ingram  family  their  opportunity.  Mr.  Penfold  was  suc- 
ceded  by  Mr.  Thomas  Charles  Medwin,  a  young,  clever,  and 
thoroughly-respected  attorney  at  Horsham  ;  he  was  also  an 
expert  on  Manorial  Law  and  Custom  who,  before  his  appoint¬ 
ment  as  Steward,  had  done  business  for  the  Duke,  and  who, 
besides,  had  a  very  considerable  private  practice.  As  a 
Country  attorney  he  was  closely  connected  with  Mr.  Robert 
Hurst,  also  a  Horsham  gentleman  and  a  barrister  of  great 
ability  and  reputation,  who  also  had  business  connections 
with  the  Duke.  Mr.  Medwin  and  Mr.  Hurst  were  both  made 
members  of  the  Whig  Club,  and  it  is  not  surprising  that  these 
two,  with  the  Duke  as  leader,  should  soon  find  in  his  new 
dominions  both  scope  for  their  political  activities,  and  business 
material  upon  which  to  employ  profitably  their  professional 
skill. 

Soon  after  his  appointment  as  Steward  Mr.  Medwin  com¬ 
menced  a  private  survey  of  the  Corporate  and  Political  situa¬ 
tion  of  the  Borough  ;  and  it  is  evident  from  his  report,  com¬ 
pleted  by  and  dated  1st  December  1787,  that  he  comprehended 
the  state  of  affairs  and  that  he  foresaw  the  possibility  of  a 
political  tussle  with  Lady  Irwin,  who  was  enjoying  the  security 
of  her  inheritance  of  the  Borough  patronage  in  ignorance  of 
his  observations. 

“  For  about  seven  years  past,”  writes  Mr.  Medwin, 
“  Lady  Irwin’s  agent  has,  at  the  election  of  Bailiffs  for 

1  Melville,  “  Beaux  of  the  Regency,”  Vol.  I.,  p.  91. 
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Horsham’s  Court  Leet,  returned  to  the  Steward  a  panel 
of  24  Jurors,  from  which  the  Juries  have  been  formed 
and  called  ;  but  it  is  conceived  that  His  Grace’s  Steward 
is  by  no  means  bound  to  take  notice  of  such  panel  ;  for, 
if  he  were,  it  would  be  in  the  power  of  the  Bailiffs  for  the 
time  being,  or  Lady  Irwin,  to  name  the  succeeding  officers 
by  packing  a  Jury,  and  thereby  the  Duke’s  right  of 
choosing  the  two  Bailiffs  .  .  .  would  be  destroyed  and 
the  free  Burgesses  totally  excluded  from  any  share  in 
returning  the  four  to  the  Duke’s  Steward  for  his  choice, 
or  any  other  concern  in  the  proceedings  of  the  Court 
Leet ;  and  it  seems  indeed  the  Steward  is  not  obliged 
to  call  more  than  thirteen  Burgesses  on  the  Leet  Jury. 
The  Duke  therefore,  if  so,  may  always  choose  the 
Returning  Officers,  which  at  an  election  would  be  very 
material.” 

At  all  such  Courts  Baron  as  had  been  held  for  the  previous 
fifty  years  the  business,  improperly  and  incompletely  done  as 
it  had  been,  had  been  performed  in  the  interests  of  the  Ingram 
family  ;  their  nominated  Burgesses,  whether  local  or  stranger, 
had  been  accepted  without  question,  and  the  fact  that  that 
family  owned  the  larger  part  of  the  Burgage  property  reduced 
the  Courts  to  the  study  of  their  convenience,  and  precluded 
the  necessity  and  desirability  of  holding  them  frequently  ; 
but  it  can  now  plainly  be  seen  that  their  nobbling  of  the 
Courts  and  their  prevention  of  Election  contests  was  too 
successful  for  their  own  interests,  whilst  the  suppression  of 
evidence  of  the  payments  of  rents  by  the  independent  Bur¬ 
gesses,  acted  like  a  two-edged  sword  ;  for  while  it  certainly 
largely  caused  the  confusion  respecting  the  identity  of  many 
of  the  independent  Burgages  as  was  intended  (of  which  the 
following  is  an  interesting  and  amusing  case),  it  also  cut  into 
the  security  with  which  the  Ingram  family  held  their  Burgages, 
as  will  be  seen  from  the  account  of  the  Court  Baron  proceed¬ 
ings  immediately  following  Mr.  Medwin’s  appointment  as 
Steward. 

In  1784,  Mr.  John  Linficld,  having  some  property  which 
he  wished  to  sell,  had  the  following  notice  printed  on  hand¬ 
bills  and  distributed  about  the  Town  : — 
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“  To  be  sold  by  auction 
by  Thomas  Plumer 

On  Friday  the  nth  day  of  June  next  at  the  House  of 
Charles  Colven,  bearing  the  sign  of  the  ‘  Queen’s  Head  ’ 
in  Horsham  in  the  County  of  Sussex,  between  the  hours 
of  4  and  6  0  clock  in  the  afternoon,  together  or  in  separate 
lots  as  shall  be  agreed  on  at  the  time  of  the  sale 

“All  those  two  messuages  with  the  gardens,  out¬ 
buildings  and  appurtenances  thereto  belonging,  situate 
in  the  Market  Square  of  the  Town  of  Horsham  aforesaid 
and  now  in  the  several  tenures  and  occupations  of  Thomas 
Mann,  tallow-chandler,  and  Edward  Dubbins  the  elder 
as  Tenants  from  year  to  year. 

“  The  Premises  are  freehold  held  of  the  Borough  of 
Horsham,  and  the  purchasers  will  be  entitled  to  vote  for 
Members  for  that  Borough,  as  well  as  for  the  Rape  of 
Bramber  and  the  County  of  Sussex. 

“  The  respective  Tenants  will  show  the  premises,  and 
further  particulars  may  be  had  by  applying  to  the 
auctioneer  or  to  Mr.  Ellis,  Attorney-at-Law,  of  Horsham 
aforesaid. 

“ May  2 6th  1784.” 

Soon  after  the  publication  of  these  handbills,  doubts  were 
expressed  as  to  these  properties  being  of  Burgage  tenure  ; 
and  in  consequence  Mr.  Ellis,  the  Attorney  for  Mr.  Linheld, 
in  preparing  the  particulars  and  conditions  of  sale  without 
making  much,  if  any,  enquiry  into  the  matter,  omitted  men¬ 
tion  of  the  voting  qualifications  of  the  property.  There  was 
included  the  usual  condition  that  the  declared  purchaser 
should  immediately  pay  a  deposit  of  £10  per  cent,  of  the 
purchase  price  and  sign  the  agreement  for  the  payment  of  the 
remainder  at  a  given  date. 

Notwithstanding  the  political  helplessness  and  general 
apathy  of  the  independent  Burgesses  of  Horsham,  the  question 
as  to  whether  the  properties  were  of  Burgage  tenure  or  not 
seems  to  have  been  widely  canvassed  and  to  have  excited  some 
interest ;  for  at  the  sale  Mr.  Ellis  was  questioned  by  several 
people  on  the  matter  and  repeatedly  stated  that  he  under¬ 
stood  the  premises  were  of  Burgage  tenure  ;  but  as  other 
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people  had  said  otherwise  he  should  sell  them  without  giving 
any  kind  of  assurance  of  their  having  votes  for  the  Borough 
of  Horsham.  The  properties  were  sold  in  two  lots  ;  Mr. 
Sandham,  a  Horsham  solicitor,  being  the  best  bidder  for  both 
(Lot  i,  £201  10s.  od.  ;  Lot  2,  £ 210  os.  od.)  was  declared  the 
purchaser  of  the  same  by  the  Auctioneer.  Mr.  Sandham,  not 
having  enough  money  with  him  to  pay  the  deposit,  was  about 
to  go  to  his  house  in  South  Street  to  fetch  it ;  but  Mr.  Ellis 
desired  him  not  to  trouble  himself  to  do  so,  as  he  (Mr.  Ellis) 
would  call  upon  him  the  next  morning  for  the  money  ;  this 
was  agreed  upon.  Accordingly  the  next  morning  Mr.  Ellis 
and  Mr.  Linfield,  the  vendor,  called  upon  Mr.  Sandham. 
Mr.  Ellis,  having  heard  in  the  meantime  that  Sandham  had 
made  the  purchases  on  behalf  of  Lady  Irwin,  asked  him  if  it 
were  so,  to  which  question  he  answered  in  the  affirmative. 
Mr.  Ellis  thereupon  proposed  that  the  business  be  deferred 
until  he  had  seen  Lady  Irwin,  who  was  that  very  day  ex¬ 
pected  at  Hills,  when  he  thought  the  business  might  be  com¬ 
pleted.1  This  was  further  agreed  to,  and  Lady  Irwin,  upon 
her  arrival,  fixed  Monday  week  for  the  completion  of  the 
business,  provided  that  her  London  solicitor,  Mr.  Albany 
Wallis,  was  satisfied  as  to  the  titles,  etc.,  of  the  property. 
But  as  he  had  doubts  as  to  its  being  of  Burgage  tenure,  Lady 
Irwin  declined  to  purchase  it.  Mr.  Ellis,  seemingly  through 
feeling  the  awkwardness  of  his  position  as  Steward  to  Lady 
Irwin  at  Horsham  and  solicitor  to  the  Vendor,  withdrew  from 
the  business  at  this  point.  Mr.  Linfield  thereupon  went  to 
Mr.  Medwin ;  upon  whose  advice  he,  Linfield,  went  with 
Mr.  Evers,  Mr.  Medwin’s  articled  clerk,  to  Sandham,  saying 
they  had  come  to  execute  the  conveyance  to  him  of  the 
property  he  had  purchased  and  to  demand  the  purchase 
money  for  the  same  ;  but  as  that  gentleman,  luckily  for  him¬ 
self  (owing  to  Mr.  Ellis’  politeness),  had  signed  nothing  he 
declined  to  pay  anything  at  all,  and,  flying  into  a  passion  at 
the  importunity  of  the  unlucky  Vendor  and  his  solicitor, 
treated  them  with  violent  and  abusive  language  and  positively 

1  Mr.  Ellis  had  been  Steward  and  Solicitor  to  Lady  Irwin  and  the  last 
Lord  Irwin  for  several  years  when  this  sale  took  place,  and  we  do  not  under¬ 
stand  why  Mr.  Sandham,  who,  so  far  as  we  have  found,  had  no  other  business 
with  Lady  Irwin,  was  commissioned  by  her  to  purchase  the  property.  Mr. 
Ellis  at  the  sale  appeared  not  to  know  of  Sandham’ s  commission. 
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swore  he  would  have  no  more  to  do  with  the  business.  He 
concluded  by  ordering  them  off  his  premises. 

No  Court  Baron  was  held  between  the  nth  October  1774 
and  the  24th  September  1787.  By  this  latter  date  Lady 
Irwin  had  got  an  accumulation  of  36  reputed  Burgesses  who 
had  never  been  admitted  at  a  Court  Baron,  nor,  of  course, 
placed  on  the  Burgess  roll.  At  this  latter  Court  Mr.  Medwin, 
who  had  methodically  prepared  for  action,  was  presented  and 
admitted  to  a  Burgage  tenement  he  had  recently  purchased— 
the  Red  Lion,  standing  at  the  north-east  corner  of  West 
Street,  No.  I  in  the  1611  Survey — and  was  immediately  placed 
on  the  Homage  of  the  Court  of  which  Mr.  Hurst  was  foreman. 
This  initiation  prevented  his  acting  as  Steward  on  this  occa¬ 
sion,  but  he  appointed  as  his  deputy  Mr.  William  Carleton, 
the  Duke’s  attorney  at  Petworth.  Lady  Irwin’s  interests 
were  in  charge  of  Mr.  Albany  Wallis,  who  produced  on  her 
behalf  a  list  of  19  faggot-voters  to  be  admitted  Burgesses  and 
have  their  names  placed  on  the  Burgess  roll.  He  soon 
realised  that,  as  so  often  happens,  feelings  of  security  had 
bred  carelessness  and  danger ;  and  it  must  have  been  with 
some  alarm  that  he  found  Lady  Irwin  had  lost  control  of  the 
Court  Baron,  for,  instead  of  being  accepted  with  complacency, 
each  of  the  19  claims  he  made  was  submitted  to  a  strict 
examination  by  the  Deputy  Steward  who,  doubtless  privately 
briefed  by  Mr.  Hurst  and  Mr.  Medwin,  upon  the  presentments 
of  the  Homage  rejected  no  less  than  seven  of  them  for  want  of 
proper  title  to,  and  evidence  of,  the  payment  of  rent  for  the 
properties  submitted.  One  of  these  seven  claims  was  a  con¬ 
veyance  drawn  up  by  Mr.  Wallis  himself  from  one  of  the  bogus 
Lintott  deeds  of  1713,  purporting  to  convey  a  Burgage  holding 
called  “  Butlers  ”  from  Lady  Irwin  to  him  for  his  fife. 

Through  the  proceedings  of  this  Court  Baron  the  Duke 
first  saw  his  chance  of  obtaining  political  as  well  as  feudal 
control  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham,  and  Lady  Irwin  of  Hills 
Place  and  Temple  Newsam  received  her  first  shock  from 
Arundel  Castle  ;  for,  writing  to  the  Duke  on  30th  September, 
Mr.  Medwin,  after  giving  an  account  of  the  proceedings,  says  : — 

“  I  cannot  help  observing  to  your  Grace  that  from 

looking  into  the  papers  of  the  Borough  as  well  as  from 
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other  circumstances  which  have  in  the  course  of  this 
business  transpired,  I  clearly  see  that  Lady  Irwin’s 
Interest  in  the  Borough  is  by  no  means  so  decided  as 
your  Grace  may  have  been  led  to  believe,  for  instead  of 
only  1 6  there  are  near  30  independent  Burgages  out  of 
the  76  and  I  verily  think  that  there  are  many  of  Lady 
Irwin’s  votes  which  from  inattention  and  want  of  infor¬ 
mation  by  her  agents  cannot  now  be  made  out.” 

In  the  following  year,  on  Sunday  the  24th  May  1788,  the 
Duke,  Mr.  Hurst,  and  Mr.  Medwin  met  at  Deepdene,  then  a 
Country  seat  of  the  Duke’s  near  Dorking,  and  arranged  a 
plan  to  be  put  into  execution  for  wresting  the  Borough  from 
the  possession  of  Lady  Irwin.  It  was  decided  that  the  Duke 
should  run  two  candidates  at  the  next  General  Election,  one 
of  whom  was  to  be  Timothy  Shelley,  Esq.,  of  Field  Place. 
The  other  was  not  decided  upon.  The  plan  consisted  of  the 
purchase  of  as  many  of  the  independent  Burgages  as  possible  ; 
of  the  creation  of  faggot-votes  ;  the  manipulation  of  the  Courts 
and  the  Burgess  roll,  and  of  checking  any  renewed  activities  of 
Lady  Irwin.  The  carrying  out  of  this  plan  was  entrusted  to 
Mr.  Hurst  and  Mr.  Medwin.  The  Duke  engaged  Mr.  Hurst 
to  prepare  and  digest  all  legal  measures  and  other  means 
necessary  to  obtain  this  object,  and  Mr.  Medwin,  as  the  Duke’s 
Steward,  was  to  assist  in  every  way. 

The  Duke’s  Lordship  of  the  liberties  of  the  Rape  of 
Bramber,  and  his  great  territorial  possessions  therein,  gave 
him  the  opportunity  of  exercising  political  influence  over  the 
whole  of  that  division  of  the  County.  In  the  Borough  of 
Steyning,  of  which  he  was  Lord  as  at  Horsham,  the  Duke 
found  political  interests  established  similar  to  those  of  Lady 
Irwin  at  Horsham,  and  these  interests,  with  the  help  of  Mr. 
Hurst  and  Mr.  Medwin,  he  opposed  as  vigorously  and  un¬ 
scrupulously  as  he  did  hers.  In  these  two  Boroughs  the  Duke 
contended  for  complete  domination,  whilst  in  the  diffused 
Constituency  of  the  Borough  of  Shoreham  and  the  Rape  of 
Bramber  his  interest,  though  not  so  direct,  was  no  less  keen. 
Having  brought  his  political  enthusiasm  into  Sussex,  the 
Duke  soon  got  into  his  full  stride  and  showed  that  he  intended 
going  the  “  whole  hog.” 
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The  resolution  of  Deepdene  was  not  proclaimed  from  the 
housetops,  nor,  indeed,  from  anywhere.  On  the  contrary,  it 
was  recognised  that  secrecy  until  the  fact  could  no  longer' be 
hid  would  be  much  more  favourable  than  publicity  to  its 
success  ;  for  upon  the  first  appearance  of  opposition  to  her 
interests,  Lady  Irwin  would  be  sure  to  make  strenuous  efforts 
to  repair  the  breaches  so  carelessly  allowed  to  be  made  in  the 
security  of  her  position.  By  August  the  19th  four  indepen¬ 
dent  Burgages  had  been  purchased  on  behalf  of  the  Duke 
without  arousing  any  suspicion  ;  these,  to  “  preserve  appear¬ 
ances  ”  as  Mr.  Medwin  put  it  when  advising  the  Duke  of  the 
fact,  were  conveyed  to  Mr.  Medwin,  or  Mr.  Hurst,  both  of 
whom  executed  declarations  of  trust  in  regard  to  the  proper¬ 
ties  in  favour  of  the  Duke  ;  but  the  purchase  of  an  important 
Burgage  property  called  “  Somersetts  ”  at  the  south-east 
corner  of  West  Street,  let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag  and  gave  the 
alarm  to  Lady  Irwin.  This  property  was  owned  by  a  lady, 
Mrs.  Somersett,  who  lived  at  Beckenham,  in  Kent,  and  who 
had  family  connections  with  Mr.  Ellis,  Lady  Irwin’s  solicitor 
at  Horsham.  The  great  danger  of  this  property  falling  into 
the  possession  of  Lady  Irwin  was  averted  by  sending  a  special 
message  to  her  through  Mr.  Timothy  Shelley,  whose  influence, 
together  with  generous  terms,  secured  it  to  the  Duke  for 
£1750.  This  important  property  is  described  as  “  Burgage 
Tenure,  being  one  whole  Burgage  holden  of  the  Lord  of  the 
Manor  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham  by  the  yearly  rent  of  one 
shilling.”  The  Contract  was  made  in  the  name  of  Mr.  Shelley, 
and,  like  the  other  four  Burgages,  it  was  not  conveyed  to  the 
real  purchaser  but  to  Mr.  Hurst ;  but  in  this  case  the  trick 
failed  to  “  preserve  appearances  ;  ”  the  Duke  became  known 
as  the  real  purchaser  of  these  several  Burgages,  and  soon  the 
whole  Town  was  agog  with  the  news  that  not  only  were  Mr. 
Shelley,  of  Field  Place,  and  another  gentleman,  as  yet  un¬ 
named,  to  contest  the  seats  so  long  and  so  tightly  held  by  the 
Ingram  family,  but  that  the  Duke  of  Norfolk,  the  new  Lord 
Paramount  of  the  Borough,  was  putting  his  weight  behind 
them,  and  was,  in  fact,  making  the  onslaught  himself  in  his 
own  interests.  While  Mr.  Shelley  canvassed  the  independent 
Burgesses,  Lady  Irwin  anxiously  started  on  a  search  for  further 
Burgages  to  purchase.  She  first  tried  to  purchase  the  house 
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of  a  Quaker  named  Summers,  a  hatter  ;  but  she  was  frus¬ 
trated  by  Mr.  Hurst  and  Mr.  Medwin  who,  on  behalf  of  the 
Duke,  purchased  the  freehold  of  the  premises  in  the  Market 
Square  for  £210,  leasing  them  back  to  Summers  for  10,000 
years  at  a  peppercorn  rent.  Summers  retained  possession  of 
the  premises  exactly  as  before  ;  but  the  Duke  got  control  of 
the  vote,  which  was  all  he  wanted,  at  the  price  named.  This 
was  the  recognised  price  of  the  franchise  of  Burgage  property 
at  Horsham  when,  as  in  many  cases,  the  independent  owner 
of  the  premises  did  not  wish  to  part  from  them,  though  care¬ 
less  of  the  vote.  Indeed,  it  seemed  like  getting  £210  for 
nothing  ;  for  the  vote,  except  for  acquiescing  in  the  Irwin 
nominations,  had  lain  dormant  for  seventy  years,  and  did 
not  appear  likely  ever  to  revive  as  a  potent  elective  instru¬ 
ment  ;  and,  in  fact,  it  never  did  so  revive.  A  declaration  of 
trust  by  Mr.  Hurst,  the  purchaser,  in  favour  of  the  Duke, 
and  a  grant  of  the  freehold  of  the  Burgage,  i.e.  the  vote,  to 
Mr.  Shelley  in  order  to  make  him  a  Burgess,  were  immediately 
executed.  Another  Burgage  property,  the  value  of  which 
was  £11  per  annum,  that  Lady  Irwin  had  nearly  captured  for 
£500,  was  taken  out  of  her  reach  by  the  Rev.  Dr.  Hutchinson, 
Vicar  of  Beeding,  who  purchased  it  of  James  Benson  on 
behalf  of  the  Duke  for  500  guineas.  Several  other  Burgages 
were  acquired  by  the  Duke  in  a  similar  manner,  whilst  we 
have  not  found  that  Lady  Irwin  was  successful  in  her  quest 
in  any  one  instance.  The  only  effect  of  her  attempts  seems  to 
have  been  to  raise  the  prices  of  these  Burgages,  and  thus  make 
the  Duke  pay  through  the  nose  for  them.  In  the  “Sussex 

Advertiser  ”  of  8th  September  1788  we  read  : — 

* 

“  The  ‘  free  ’  Burgesses  of  Horsham,  we  hear,  are 
determined  at  the  next  General  Election  to  try  their 
strength  on  behalf  of  Timothy  Shelley  Esq.  against  the 
interests  of  Lady  Irwin,  who  has  heretofore  had  the  dis¬ 
posal  of  that  Borough  ;  in  consequence  of  which,  houses 
that  have  votes  have  increased  near  a  thousand  per  cent 
in  their  value  ;  in  proof  of  which  we  need  only  mention 
one  instance.  A  house  that  before  the  starting  of  Mr. 
Shelley  was  offered  for  sale  at  £40  has  since  been  pur¬ 
chased  at  the  enormous  price  of  £400.” 
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Allowing,  perhaps,  for  some  exaggeration  in  this  state¬ 
ment,  those  who  had  Burgage  property  for  sale  could  hardly 
refuse  feelings  of  gratitude  to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  for  the 
effect  upon  their  pockets  of  his  attempt  to  oust  Lady  Irwin 
from  her  political  proprietorship  of  the  Borough  ;  and  if  the 
feelings  of  the  Horsham  people  were  represented  by  the  re¬ 
maining  independent  Burgesses — every  one  of  whom  except 
Mr.  Tredcroft,  who  owned  and  lived  at  the  Manor  House, 
promised  his  support  to  Mr.  Shelley — we  may  safely  conclude 
that  the  great  majority  of  them  were  glad  of  the  prospect  of 
rescue  of  the  Borough  from  the  grip  of  Lady  Irwin,  even 
though  it  were  led  in  a  new  bondage  to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk ; 
for  to  no  one  could  it  have  appeared  likely  that  the  Duke 
was  spending  his  money  altruistically  ;  and  the  chance  of 
regaining  the  freedom  of  the  Borough  when  these  two  mighty 
protagonists  shared  between  them  nearly  the  whole  of  the 
Burgage  property,  even  though  they  were  fighting — the  one 
to  retain,  the  other  to  gain,  complete  mastery  over  it — must 
have  seemed  entirely  hopeless. 

Lady  Irwin  did  her  faggot-voters  the  honour  of  pretending 
to  canvass  their  support  for  her  candidates,  neither  of  whom 
was  as  yet  named,  and  gave  them  a  venison  feast  at  the 
“  King’s  Head  ”  Inn.  At  the  same  time  the  Duke  enter¬ 
tained  his  newly-found  Burghers  and  friends  at  the  “  Anchor  ” 
Inn.  In  the  “  Sussex  Advertiser,”  date  as  above,  we  read  : — 

“  A  very  elegant  dinner  was  lately  given  to  the  electors 
in  each  interest,  and  such  was  the  attention  of  the 
caterers  that  nothing  was  wanting  to  enrich  their  tables  ; 
even  pines  were  not  excluded  from  the  Bill  of  Fare.  Who 
would  not  be  a  Burgess  of  Horsham  when  Cobblers  are 
treated  like  Kings  ? 

On  the  25th  August  1788  another  Court  Baron  was  held, 
when  it  was  shown  that  not  only  had  Lady  Irwin  lost  control 
of  the  Court,  but  on  this  occasion  also  lost  her  footing  there. 
Her  agents,  Mr.  Ellis  (Horsham)  and  Mr.  Troward  (London),1 
solicitors,  attended  in  her  interest ;  but  Mr.  Medwin,  the 
Duke’s  Steward  who  now  presided  after  calling  over  the  names 
of  all  the  admitted  Burgesses,  arbitrarily  chose  the  Homage 


1  Troward  was  a  well-known  Borough-broker. 
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and  confined  it  to  six  of  the  Duke’s  supporters,  viz.  Timothy 
Shelley,  Esq.,  the  Rev.  Dr.  Hutchinson  (who,  with  Mr. 
Shelley,  had  been  admitted  at  a  special  Court  called  but  a 
week  before  for  this  purpose),  Peter  Ducane,  Esq.,  Robert 
Hurst,  Esq.,  Mr.  John  Pilfold  (Mr.  Medwin’s  father-in-law), 
and  Mr.  James  Waller.  Mr.  Ellis  then  tendered  himself  and 
nearly  forty  of  Lady  Irwin’s  nominees  to  be  sworn  upon  the 
Homage,  to  which  Mr.  Medwin  replied  that  he  acted  in  a 
judicial  capacity  and  should  select  and  swear  only  such  as 
he  thought  fit.  Mr.  Ellis  then  asked  if  he  confined  the 
Homage  to  any  particular  number.  To  this  Mr.  Medwin 
answered  that  he  did  not,  but  that  he  should  select  such 
number  as  he  pleased,  and  those  from  amongst  the  most 
respectable  persons  attending  the  Court ;  whereupon  Mr. 
Ellis  and  Mr.  Troward  and  their  followers  departed  without 
offering  any  name  for  presentment  on  behalf  of  Lady  Irwin. 
After  their  departure  fifteen  of  the  Duke’s  new  faggot- voters 
were  presented  by  the  Homage,  admitted  by  Mr.  Medwin,  and 
their  names  were  duly  entered  on  the  Burgess  roll.  Of  these 
fifteen,  nine  were  admitted  by  arrangement  with  Sir  Henry 
Fletcher,  the  largest  independent  Burgage  holder.  Sir  Henry 
possessed  several  separate  holdings,  one  called  Butlers  (No. 
25  in  the  1611  Survey),  being  five  whole  Burgages  and  a  half, 
rent  5s.  6d.  He  possessed  also  a  “  messuage  and  garden,  one 
whole  Burgage,  rent  is.,”  also  a  croft  of  land  lying  next 
Beanbridge  (by  estimation  two  acres)  called  Steers  Croft, 
being  half  a  Burgage,  rent  6d.  ;  also  11  a  messuage  and  Back¬ 
side,  an  orchard  and  croft  containing  two  acres,  being  one 
whole  Burgage,  rent  is.”  This  plural  holding  was  treated  as 
Rowlands  was  treated  in  1738,  with  the  addition  that  Mr. 
Medwin,  by  searching  the  Court  Rolls  and  other  means,  was 
able  to  define  the  boundaries  and  give  the  names  (except  one) 
of  nine  separate  Burgages  and  parts  into  which  he  divided  it. 
Accordingly,  nine  separate  conveyances  were  made  out  to 
the  Duke’s  nominees  : — 


Name  and  Address  of  Voter. 

Occupation. 

Name  of  Burgage. 

Rent. 

John  Batchelor,  of  Horsham  . 

.  Farmer  . 

The  House  Field  . 

I 

0 

John  Batchelor,  J’r  of  Slaugham 

.  Farmer  . 

Goal  Field  . 

.  I 

0 

Edward  Stedman,  of  Horsham 

.  Farmer  . 

One  Burgage 

.  I 

0 

William  Lamb,  of  Slaugham  . 

.  Farmer  . 

Steers  Croft  . 

.  0 

6 
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Name  and  Address  of  Voter. 
Edward  Etheridge,  of  Horsham 
Thomas  Knight,  of  Slinfold  . 
Henry  Naldrett,  of  Warnham 
Joseph  Borer,  of  Horsham 
The  Rev.  Dr.  Hutchinson,  of  Beeding 


Occupation.  Name  of  Burgage, 

farmer  .  Three  Corner  Field 
Farmer  .  Brewhouse  Mead 
Farmer  .  Hilly  Field  . 

Farmer  .  Part  of  the  Great  Mead 
—  Jeremy’s  Croft 


Rent. 
I  O 
I  O 
I  O 
O  6 
I  O 


(This  last  was  afterwards  conveyed  to  John  Burry,  of  Florsham,  Surgeon.) 


We  give  a  copy  of  one  of  these  conveyances.  All  are  alike 
except  in  regard  to  the  names  of  the  alleged  purchasers,  the 
descriptions  of  the  properties,  the  consideration  monies  which 
vary  from  £20  to  £50,  and  the  dates.  Five  are  dated  the 
5th  July,  three  are  dated  the  8th  July,  and  one  is  dated  I2th 
July,  all  in  the  year  1788. 

“  This  indenture,  made  the  ninth  day  of  July  in  the 
28th  year  of  the  reign  etc.  and  in  the  year  of  our  Lord 
1788,  between  Sir  Henry  Fletcher  of  Clea  Hall  in  the 
County  of  Cumberland  Bart,  of  the  one  part,  and  John 
Batchelor  of  Horsham  in  the  County  of  Sussex,  yeoman, 
of  the  other  part,  witnesseth  that  for  and  in  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  sum  of  fifty  pounds  of  lawful  money  of  Great 
Britain  to  the  said  Sir  Henry  Fletcher  well  and  truly 
paid  by  the  said  John  Batchelor  at  or  before  the  sealing 
and  delivery  of  these  presents,  the  receipt  and  payment 
whereof  he,  the  said  Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  doth  hereby 
acknowledge  and  thereof,  and  of,  and  from  the  same 
and  every  part  thereof  doth  exonerate,  acquit,  release 
and  discharge  the  said  John  Batchelor,  his  heirs,  exe¬ 
cutors  and  administrators  and  every  of  them  for  ever 
by  these  presents.  He,  the  said  Sir  Henry  Fletcher, 
hath  bargained,  granted,  sold,  aliened,  released  and  con¬ 
firmed,  and  by  these  presents  doth  grant,  bargain,  sell, 
alien,  release,  and  confirm  unto  the  said  John  Batchelor 
...  all  that  messuage  and  backside  with  an  orchard 
and  croft  of  land  called  the  House  Field,  containing  by 
estimacion  2  acres  scituate,  lying,  and  being  in  the  North 
street  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham  aforesaid  formerly  the 
estate  of  Richard  Lintott  .  .  .  and  now  in  the  occupa¬ 
tion  or  tenure  of  Edward  Tredcroft,  clerk,  being  one 
entire  Burgage  and  held  of  the  Lord  of  the  said  Borough 
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by  the  yearly  rent  of  I /-  and  all  ways,  waters,  paths, 
passages,  rights,  privileges,  members  and  appurtenances 
whatsoever,  to  the  said  premises  belonging  or  in  anywise 
appertaining.  And  also  all  the  estate  right,  title  use, 
trust  property  possession,  claim  and  demand  whatso¬ 
ever,  of  him  the  said  Sir  Henry  Fletcher  of,  in,  to,  or 
out  of  the  said  hereby  granted  and  released  premises  or 
any  part  thereof.  Together  with  all  deeds,  evidences, 
and  writings  to  the  title  thereof  now  in  the  custody  of 
him  the  said  Sir  Henry  Fletcher  or  which  he  can  come  by 
without  suit  at  law  or  in  equity.  To  have  and  to  hold 
the  said  messuage,  backside,  orchard,  croft  of  land,  and 
all  and  singular  and  the  premises  herein  before  by  these 
presents  granted  and  released  or  intended  so  to  be  with 
their  and  every  of  their  appurtenances  unto  the  said 
John  Batchelor  for  and  during  the  joint  lives  of  him  the 
said  John  Batchelor  and  the  said  Sir  Henry  Fletcher 
Bart.  To  be  holden  of  the  chief  Lord  or  Lords  of  the 
fee  or  fees  of  the  said  premises  by  the  rent  and  services 
therefore  due  and  of  right  accustomed.  And  the  said 
Sir  Henry  Fletcher  for  himself  and  his  heirs  and  assigns 
and  every  of  them  doth  covenant,  promise,  grant  and 
agree  to  and  with  the  said  John  Batchelor  by  these 
presents  : — That  it  shall  and  may  be  lawfull  to  and  for 
the  said  John  Batchelor  peaceably  and  quietly  to  have, 
hold  and  enjoy  the  said  messuage,  backside,  orchard, 
croft  of  land,  and  premises  hereby  granted  and  released 
with  the  appurtenances  for  and  during  the  joint  lives  of 
him  the  said  John  Batchelor  and  the  said  Sir  Henry 
Fletcher  without  any  interruption,  molestation,  contra¬ 
diction  or  denial  of  or  by  him,  the  said  Sir  Henry  Fletcher, 
his  heirs  or  assigns  or  any  person  or  persons  whomsoever 
lawfully  claiming  or  to  claim  from  or  under  him  or  them. 

“  In  Witness  Etc.” 

It  will  seem  very  strange  to  the  non-legal  mind  that  these 
untruthful  fraudulent  “  snatch  papers  ”  should  purport  in 
this  complete,  even  effusive,  language  to  effect  what  no  one 
concerned  had  the  slightest  intention  of  their  effecting,  viz. 
the  transfer  of  the  properties  ;  and  said  nothing  of  the  one 
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and  only  thing  all  understood  they  did  effect,  viz.  the 
granting  of  the  vote  ;  but  their  form  was  never  questioned  on 
any  occasion,  and  they  are  typical  of  scores  of  bogus  title- 
deeds  used  at  every  Election,  whether  contested  or  uncontested, 
from  1713  to  1832. 

We  do  not  know  what  consideration,  if  any,  Sir  Henry 
Fletcher  received  from  the  Duke  for  pretending  to  sell  his 
lands,  nor  what  consideration,  if  any,  the  new  grantees  re¬ 
ceived  for  pretending  to  purchase  them  ;  but,  whilst  Mr. 
Medwin,  as  far  as  he  professionally  was  concerned,  took  a 
very  real  view  of  the  business  in  drawing  up  each  of  these 
conveyances  and  admitting  each  of  the  alleged  new  tenants 
at  the  Court  Baron,  Sir  Henry  Fletcher  never  received  a 
farthing  of  the  purchase  money  he  acknowledged  in  them  to 
have  received.  The  new  tenants  never  occupied,  or  received 
any  rent  for  the  lands  they  are  said  to  have  purchased  ;  never 
possessed  a  foot  of  it ;  and  we  think  we  may  say  were  never 
even  trusted  with  the  precious  documents  which  made  them, 
for  the  time  being  only,  legal  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of 
Horsham. 

The  Duke  was  much  alarmed  upon  hearing  of  the  appear¬ 
ance  and  claims  of  so  many  as  forty  of  Lady  Irwin’s  faggot- 
voters  at  the  last  Court  Baron  ;  and  we  may  feel  sure  that 
Lady  Irwin  felt  equally  uncomfortable  at  their  treatment 
there.  The  incident  seems  to  have  determined  the  course  of 
the  campaign  ;  for  the  Duke,  anxious  to  know  the  strict 
legal  Parliamentary  position  of  the  Borough  and  to  ascertain, 
as  nearly  as  possible,  the  measure  of  his  prospects  of  success, 
consulted  the  leading  electioneering  experts  of  the  day,  one 
of  whom,  Serjeant  Bond,  gave  his  decided  opinion  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  last  determination  of  the  House  of  Commons 
in  1715  respecting  the  right  of  Election  at  Horsham,  the 
Borough  was  a  pure  Burgage  tenure  Borough,  the  definition 
of  such  tenure  as  adopted  by  the  House  of  Commons  and 
strictly  adhered  to  being  “  one  undivided  and  indivisible 
tenement,  clearly  described,  neither  created  nor  capable  of 
being  created  within  the  time  of  memory,  which  has  im- 
memorially  given  a  right  of  voting.”  Notwithstanding  the 
very  considerable  evidence  against  it,  this  doctrine  was  at 
first  acceptable  to  the  Duke,  as  he  had  but  three  or  four 
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Burgages  affected  by  the  Splitting  Act  of  1696,  whilst  he  had 
evidence  which,  if  Serjeant  Bond’s  opinion  were  correct, 
would  destroy  thirty  of  the  forty-nine  or  fifty  votes  for  which 
Lady  Irwin  intended  setting  up  claims. 

“  We  have  been  to  no  very  extravagant  lengths  in 
what  has  been  purchased,”  wrote  Mr.  Hurst  to  the  Duke 
on  12th  September  1788,  “  nor  intend  to  without  your 
Grace’s  express  concurrence  ;  but,  if  this  doctrine  is  to 
prevail,  the  purchase  of  Mrs.  Bridger’s  and  two  or  three 
other  Burgages  seems  to  be  the  price  of  the  Borough.” 

The  Serjeant  also  gave  it  as  his  opinion  that  admission  at  the 
Lords  Court  was  not,  after  the  determination  of  1715,  a 
necessary  qualification  for  the  exercise  of  the  franchise — a 
doctrine  that  was  not  at  all  acceptable  to  the  Duke.  When, 
however,  afterwards  the  Duke  found  that  it  would  not  be 
advantageous  to  contend  for  the  doctrine  of  a  pure  Burgage 
tenure  Borough  the  Serjeant  was  asked  to  revise  his  opinion  ; 
and  it  is  only  fair  to  that  learned  gentleman’s  character  to 
state  that  by  his  subsequent  services  he  appears  to  have 
completely  accommodated  himself  to  the  request  and  to  have 
used  his  great  ability  against  his  former  opinions.  The  Duke 
insisted  on  using  the  ancient  right  of  polling  only  those  whose 
names  were  on  the  Burgess  roll  ;  whilst  Lady  Irwin,  seeing 
no  further  hope  for  her  cause  in  the  Court  Baron,  wrathfully 
turned  her  back  upon  it  and,  following  the  advice  of  her 
experts,  placed  her  hopes  of  success  upon  squaring  the  claims 
of  her  faggot-voters  with  the  literal  interpretation  of  the  House 
of  Commons’  Horsham  determination  of  1715. 

The  Court  Baron  whereat  Burgesses  were  made  having 
been  completely  captured,  the  next  important  step  on  behalf 
of  the  Duke  was  to  get  control  of  the  Court  Leet  and  the 
selection  of  the  Bailiffs  in  view  of  their  importance  as  Return¬ 
ing  Officers  and  sole  arbiters  in  the  matter  of  accepting  and 
rejecting  votes  at  Elections.  Upon  his  appointment  to  the 
several  Stewardships  of  the  Rape  of  Bramber  Mr.  Medwin 
received  instructions  from  the  Duke,  who  as  yet  evidently 
had  no  intention  of  contesting  the  Borough,  to  accommodate 
Lady  Irwin  in  the  matter  of  the  appointment  of  the  Bailiffs 
of  Horsham,  as  she  and  the  Lords  Irwin  had  been  used  to  be 
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accommodated  ;  but  the  stage  to  which  the  Duke’s  interest 
had  rapidly  advanced  made  it  impossible  to  extend  to  one 
who  was  now  a  rival  the  weapon  that  hitherto  had  been  but  a 
mere  politeness  given  to  a  neighbour.  Accordingly  we  find 
that,  whereas  at  the  Court  Leet  in  1787  William  Ellis  (Lady 
Irwin’s  solicitor)  and  William  Jones,  surveyor  (another  of  her 
supporters)  were  chosen  Bailiffs;  at  the  Court  Leet  in  1788, 
as  the  result  of  some  correspondence  between  Mr.  Medwin 
and  the  Duke,  and  a  subsequent  determination  involving, 
we  think,  the  connivance  of  the  Steward  of  the  Court  Leet, 
Robert  Hurst  (the  Duke’s  chief  supporter),  and  James  Waller, 
surgeon  (another  of  his  supporters),  were  chosen  Bailiffs.  The 
Stewardship  of  the  Court  Leet  and  the  Town  Clerkship  at  this 
time  were  held  by  William  White,  Esq.,  who  had  succeeded 
his  father  in  the  office.  He  is  reported,  in  Mr.  Medwin’s 
survey,  as  one  of  Lady  Irwin’s  supporters.  He  was  the 
independent  proprietor  of  one  Burgage  tenement  and  the 
supposed  portion  of  another,  and,  in  addition  to  the  Borough 
records  and  papers  he  held  documents  which  could  be  made 
to  throw  a  good  deal  of  light  upon  the  legality  or  illegality 
of  many  of  Lady  Irwin’s  Burgages.  For  the  franchise  of  his 
properties,  which  may  be  reckoned  as  of  the  same  value  as 
the  other  Burgage  properties,  for  the  Borough  seal  and  records 
and  other  papers,  and  for  his  resignation  as  Steward  of  the 
Court  Leet  and  Town  Clerk,  Mr.  White,  who  was  then  about 
54  years  of  age,  received  from  the  Duke  in  1789  the  sum  of 
£lOOO,  and  thus  sold  out  of  office  and  politics,  leaving  Lady 
Irwin  in  an  apparently  much  weakened  position. 

Mr.  White’s  resignation  completed  the  Duke’s  hold  upon 
the  Court  Leet,  and  he  proceeded  to  fill  the  vacant  offices. 
His  choice  naturally  fell  upon  Mr.  Medwin,  who  was  forth¬ 
with  appointed  thereto.  Nominally,  the  appointment  was 
made  by  the  Bailiffs. 

“  To  all  to  whom  these  presents  shall  come  we  Robert 
Hurst  Esq.,  and  James  Waller  gentleman  Bailiffs  of  the 
Borough  of  Horsham  in  the  County  of  Sussex  send  greet¬ 
ing.  Know  ye  that  we  the  said  Bailiffs  having  and 
reposing  great  confidence  in  the  ability,  care,  and  cir¬ 
cumspection  of  Thomas  Charles  Medwin  of  Horsham 
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aforesaid  gentleman,  have  made,  ordained,  constituted, 
and  appointed  and  by  these  presents  do  make,  ordain, 
constitute  and  appoint  him  the  said  Thomas  Charles 
Medwin  to  be  the  Steward  of  the  Bailiffs  and  Burgesses 
of  the  Borough  of  Horsham  aforesaid  and  Town  Clerk 
of  and  for  the  said  Borough  and  we  the  said  Robert  Hurst 
and  James  Waller  the  Bailiffs  aforesaid  have  given  and 
granted  and  by  these  presents  do  give  and  grant  unto  the 
said  Thomas  Charles  Medwin  and  to  his  sufficient  deputy 
or  deputies  in  that  behalf  to  be  made  and  to  each  and 
every  of  them  full  power  and  authority  to  keep  and  hold 
the  Courts  Leet  or  View  of  Frank  Pledge  and  Portmote 
Courts  of  the  Bailiffs  and  Burgesses  of  the  same  Borough 
and  to  ask,  demand,  and  receive  all  fees  perquisites 
profits  emoluments  and  advantages  to  the  said  offices  of 
Steward  and  Town  Clerk  or  either  of  them  belonging  or 
arising  therefrom  and  also  to  do,  execute,  and  perform, 
all  and  every  Act  and  Acts  thing,  and  things  whatsoever 
which  at  anytime  heretofore  have  been  used  and  accus¬ 
tomed  to  be  done,  executed,  and  performed  by  any  former 
Steward  and  Town  Clerk  of  the  said  Borough  or  either  of 
them.  In  witness  whereof  we,  the  said  Robert  Hurst 
and  James  Waller  Bailiffs  of  the  Borough  aforesaid  have 
sett  our  hands  and  affixed  the  common  Seal  of  the  said 
Borough  of  Horsham  unto  these  presents  the  2 1st  day 
of  March  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1789.” 

If  the  Duke  were  at  this  time  disposed  to  take  stock  of 
the  position  of  his  enterprise  at  Horsham,  not  yet  twelve 
months  old,  he  must  have  found  considerable  ‘satisfaction  in 
the  measure  of  his  success.  He  had  done  what  certainly  no 
one  else  could  have  done  ;  he  had  ejected  Lady  Irwin  neck 
and  crop  from  the  Court  Baron  and  Court  Leet,  and  had 
replaced  those  hoary  institutions  among  the  trappings  of 
Arundel  Castle.  With  Mr.  Hurst  and  Mr.  Medwin  he  had 
got  complete  control  of  the  Election  machinery  ;  he  had  bought 
all  the  independent  Burgages  that  had  come,  or  that  he  could 
entice,  into  the  market ;  and  he  had  cornered  the  support  of 
all,  save  one,  of  the  independent  Burgesses.  By  this  time, 
or  soon  after,  every  tied  Burgage  had  been  provided  with  a 
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sham  owner,  and  the  disposal  of  every  vote  except  one  was 
decided  for  one  side  or  the  other.  On  paper  it  appeared  that 
the  Duke’s  candidates  would  receive  the  greater  number 
of  votes  and  would,  therefore,  be  returned  to  Parliament ; 
whilst,  in  view  of  the  doubts  attending  the  claims  to  genuine¬ 
ness  of  so  many  Burgages  on  both  sides,  they  had  as  favour¬ 
able  a  chance  of  emerging  successfully  from  a  petition,  by 
whomsoever  made,  as  their  rivals  had.  The  Duke’s  satis¬ 
faction  was  probably  equalled  by  the  surprise  and  excitement 
of  the  Burgesses  and  Townspeople  of  Horsham  upon  seeing 
Lady  Irwin’s  seemingly  impregnable  position  so  quickly  and 
severely  shaken  by  him  and  his  two  faithful  henchmen. 

At  the  Court  Leet  held  on  the  2nd  October  1789,  at  which 
Mr.  Medwin  presided  for  the  first  time,  Mr.  Ellis  and  two 
other  of  Lady  Irwin’s  Burgesses  attended  and  proffered  them¬ 
selves  to  be  sworn  on  the  Leet  Jury  in  order  to  have  voices  in 
nominating  the  Bailiffs  for  the  ensuing  year,  a  year  pregnant 
with  the  possibility,  nay  almost  the  certainty,  of  a  General 
Election  ;  but  they  were  met  by  a  refusal  from  the  Steward, 
who  packed  the  Jury  in  favour  of  the  Duke  and  eventually 
chose  Messrs.  Drew  Michell,  of  Horsham,  Tanner,  and  John 
Rawlison,  of  West  Street,  Horsham,  Brewer,  as  Bailiffs. 

We  give  a  copy  of  the  record  of  the  proceedings  at  this 
Court  Leet.  Of  the  fourteen  Jurors  sworn,  one  only,  Wm. 
Smith,  Esq.,  of  Horsham  Park  (Cockmans,  1611),  could  be 
said  to  be  a  supporter  of  Lady  Irwin.  He  divided  his  support 
between  the  candidates  of  the  Duke  and  Lady  Irwin. 


Horsham  Borough. 


“  A  Court  Leet  or  View  of  Frank  Pledge  of  the  Most 
noble  Prince  Charles,  Duke  of  Norfolk,  Earl  o'f  Arundel 
and  Surrey,  Earl  Marshal  and  hereditary  Earl  Marshal 
of  England  ;  there  held  the  2nd  day  of  October  in  the 
year  of  our  Lord  1789*  Before  Thomas  Charles  Medwin, 
Gentleman,  Steward  there. 

“  Bailiffs  : — 
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“  The  Jury  to  enquire  for  our  sovereign  Lord  the  King  : 
Robert  Hurst,  Foreman  Sworn 
The  Rev.  Thos.  Hutchinson  D.D. 

Peter  Ducane  Esq 
William  Smith  Esq. 

Timothy  Shelley 
The  Rev.  William  Smith 
John  Burry 

Adam  Smith  l.  Sworn 

Charles  Smith 
John  Smith 
John  Pilfold 
Drew  Michell 
John  Rawlison 
Richard  Collins 

Affeerors  !J°hn  Dendy 

Atteerors^Charles  Dendy  „ 

The  Act  against  bribery  and  corruption  was  read  in  open 
Court  : — 

“  We,  the  Jury  before  named,  being  charged  and  sworn, 
do  present  as  follows  : — 

“  Drew  Ridge  for  encroaching  on  Horsham  Common  or 
heath  (being  part  of  the  waste  of  the  Lord)  is  amerced 
io/-  &  5/-  per  month  till  restored.” 

(Several  more  similar  amerciaments  follow.) 

“  We  nominate  and  present  for  the  office  of  Bailiffs  for 
the  year  ensuing 

Thos.  Hutchinson  D.D. 

The  Revd.  William  Smith 
Elected  rDrew  Michell 
and  swornjjohn  Rawlison 
“  We,  John  Dendy  and  Charles  Dendy,  the  affeerors 
sworn  as  before  mentioned  having  maturely  considered  of 
the  several  amerciaments  set  and  imposed  at  this  Court, 
do  think  all  the  said  amerciaments  reasonable  and  do  tax 
and  affeer  the  same  accordingly 

John  Dendy  Thomas  Charles  Medwin 

Charles  Dendy.  , 


1  There  is  no  entry  in  the  record  of  this  Leet  of  the  appointment  of  Constables, 
Headboroughs,  or  Aletasters  ;  these  had  no  official  connection  with  electioneering. 
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Drew  Michell  was  admitted  at  the  Court  Baron  held  on 
1 8th  September  1787  for  “  a  parcel  of  the  messuage  or  tene¬ 
ment  called  the  ‘  Chequers  ’  Inn,”  lying  in  the  North  Street, 
of  the  Borough  of  Horsham,  granted  to  him  by  Lord  Irwin  in 
September  1774;  he  had  returned  these  “snatch  papers” 
and  transferred  his  allegiance  to  the  Duke,  from  whom  he 
received  fresh  ones,  and  on  the  24th  September  1789  was 
again  admitted,  this  time  for  “  All  that  Burgage  messuage 
called  Barnhouse  situate  in  the  Scarfox  in  the  Borough  of 
Horsham  ”  granted  to  him  by  Robert  Hurst  in  1788  “  for  the 
term  of  his  natural  life,  rent  6d.”  John  Rawlison  was  also 
admitted  at  the  same  Court  for  “  All  those  four  several  mes¬ 
suages  or  tenements  situate  in  the  North  street  of  the  Borough 
of  Horsham  ”  granted  to  him  by  Robert  Hurst  in  1788,  “  and 
which  said  premises,  called  Perry  Place,  are  Burgage  tenure 
and  held  of  the  Lord  of  the  said  Borough,  rent  6d.” 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  Court  Leet  both  parties  adjourned 
to  their  respective  Inns.  Lady  Irwin’s  party  dined  at  the 
“  King’s  Head  ”  ;  the  Duke’s  party  went  to  the  “  Anchor  ” 
for  a  venison  feast,  Sir  Cecil  Bishopp  having  sent  up  from  Par¬ 
ham  Park  a  fat  buck  for  the  Duke’s  Burgesses  to  enjoy. 

Lady  Irwin  continued  to  give  her  Burgesses  their  annual 
feast,  but  the  giving  of  feasts  to  the  Bailiffs  and  constables, 
like  the  Courts  Baron  and  Leet,  was  taken  out  of  her  hands 
from  this  time  by  the  Duke,  who  paid  all  the  expenses  of  these 
annual  jollifications,  and  from  the  same  time  undertook  the 
maintenance  of  the  Town  Hall  fabric  as  part  of  his  new  duties 
and  expenses. 

£  s.  d. 
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CHAPTER  VII. 


Law-Court  Proceedings — The  1790  General  Election. 

The  Horsham  Electioneering  machine,  given  its  new  impulse 
by  the  Duke,  was  now  in  full  swing.  Its  movements  and 
productions  were  carefully  watched  by  the  Duke,  Mr.  Hurst, 
Mr.  Medwin,  and  Serjeant  Bond  on  one  side,  and  by  Lady 
Irwin,  Mr.  Ellis,  Mr.  Wallis,  Mr.  Troward,  and  Mr.  Douglas,  K.C., 
on  the  other  side  ;  and  these  learned  legal  lights  soon  dis¬ 
covered  in  the  grindings  of  this  worm-eaten  antiquity,  with 
its  seventy-five  years  of  dry  rot,  enough  inflammable  material 
for  a  good  flare  up  in  the  Law  Courts.  Altogether  nine 
separate  Actions  at  Law  were  taken  ;  some  of  these  were 
settled  quickly,  but  the  whole  of  the  contentious  proceedings 
commencing  early  in  1789,  was  not  finally  disposed  of  until 
the  end  of  1802,  after  nearly  fourteen  years.  Five  of  these 
cases  were  of  the  nature  of  “  quo  warranto  ”  proceedings 
against  faggot-voters. 

The  first  case  was  an  action  in  the  King’s  Bench  taken  by 
Mr.  Ellis,  Lady  Irwin’s  solicitor,  against  Timothy  Shelley,  Esq., 
of  Field  Place,  requiring  him  to  show  by  what  right  he  claimed 
to  be  a  Burgess  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham,  and  alleging  that 
the  property  to  which  he  had  been  admitted  at  the  special 
Court  Baron  held  on  the  16th  August  1788  was  not  Burgage 
property.  It  was  further  complained  that  Mr.  Medwin  had 
acted  arbitrarily  and  unfairly  at  the  Court  Leet  held  on  the 
3rd  October  1788  in  accepting  the  said  Timothy  Shelly  as  a 
Juror  and  refusing  others  in  order  to  influence  the  choice  of 
Bailiffs  ;  and  moreover  that  Mr.  Medwin  had  refused  him, 
Mr.  Ellis,  access  to  the  Court  rolls  for  the  purpose  of  investiga¬ 
tion,  to  which  he  as  a  Burgess  claimed  a  right.  In  the  reply 
copious  extracts  from  the  Court  rolls  were  given  to  prove  that 
the  property  was  of  Burgage  tenure,  and  it  was  proved  that 
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Mr.  Ellis  was  present  at  the  Court  Baron  held  on  the  24th 
September  1787;  and  that  as  one  of  the  Homage  he  himself 
then  presented  that  the  premises  in  question  had  been  con¬ 
veyed  to  Summers  by  lease  and  release,  dated  the  1st  and 
2nd  October  1782,  and  made  no  objection  to  his  admission 
as  a  Burgess  in  respect  of  that  property.  The  reply  further 
stated  that  it  always  lay  in  the  discretion  of  the  Steward  of 
the  Court  to  swear  so  many  and  such  of  the  Burgesses  as 
seemed  to  him  convenient  and  proper  for  the  business  of  the 
Court.  Mr.  Ellis  had  reason  to  feel  hurt  at  Mr.  Medwin’s 
conduct  of  the  Courts,  but  he  had  no  reason  to  object  to 
Summers’  property  as  of  Burgage  tenure,  especially  as  being 
Lady  Irwin’s  solicitor,  he  must  have  known  of  her  recent 
attempt  and  failure  to  secure  the  property  herself  as  of  Bur¬ 
gage  tenure.  Mr.  Ellis  obtained  an  order  from  the  Court  to 
enable  him  to  search  the  rolls  of  the  Court  Baron,  but  he  lost 
his  case  against  Mr.  Shelley. 

Similar  proceedings  in  the  same  Court  were  instituted  by 
Mr.  Ellis  against  Adam  Smith  of  Golden  Square,  London,  who 
was  required  to  prove  his  legal  rights  to  his  Burgess-ship  in 
respect  of  “  Those  two  messuages  with  the  gardens  and  appur¬ 
tenances  in  the  East  St.,  formerly  Howes,  late  Graces,  rent 
6d.,”  which  were  conveyed  to  him  by  Robert  Hurst  on  the 
7th  and  8th  July  1788.  Mr.  Medwin  was  not  so  successful  in 
this  case.  It  was  found  advisable  for  Mr.  Smith  to  alienate 
the  estate,  “  in  right  of  which  he  was  a  Burgess  of  the  Borough 
of  Horsham,”  and  thus  sidetrack  the  case  instead  of  suffering 
a  defeat. 

The  other  proceedings  were  taken  by  Mr.  Medwin  against 
Phillip  Chasemore  and  John  Joanes  in  respect  of  Burgage 
tenements  called  Jeremy’s  Mead  and  the  Three  Corner  Field 
respectively.  Both  these  holdings  were  conveyed  by  Lady 
Irwin,  one  each  to  Chasemore  and  Joanes  for  the  joint  lives 
of  her  and  them  severally,  by  lease  and  release  dated  11th 
and  1 2th  February  1780.  When  these  alienations  were 
presented  at  the  Court  Baron  held  the  24th  September  1787 
Mr.  Hurst,  who  as  previously  stated  was  foreman  of  the 
Homage,  asked  Mr.  Ellis  if  he  was  sure  these  premises  were 
the  property  of  Lady  Irwin  j  to  which  he  answered  he  was 
sure  of  it  and  both  these  new  tenants,  these  faggots,  were 


144  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  OF  HORSHAM 


therefore  admitted  ;  but,  when  arrangements  were  afterwards 
made  with  Sir  Henry  Fletcher  for  the  manipulation  of  his 
Burgages  in  the  Duke’s  interest  as  previously  related,  Mr. 
Hurst’s  suspicion  was  justified,  for  it  appeared  that  the 
properties  claimed  as  Lady  Irwin’s  in  consideration  of  which 
Chasemore  and  Joanes  had  been  made  Burgesses  of  Horsham, 
and  of  which  by  these  bogus  deeds  they  had  been  in  nominal 
possession  for  seven  years,  were  really  owned  by  Sir  Henry 
Fletcher.  Two  of  the  Duke’s  faggots,  John  Burry  and  Edward 
Etheridge,  had  been  more  recently  made  Burgesses  in  respect 
of  the  same  properties.  One  or  other  of  these  couples,  there¬ 
fore,  clearly  was  trespassing ;  Chasemore  and  Joanes  had 
been  made  Burgesses  of  Horsham  by  Lady  Irwin  solely  upon 
the  strength  of  her  possession  of  the  bogus  Lintott  title-deeds 
of  1713  and  1714  which  had  lain  in  the  family  muniment  room 
ever  since.  Had  their  claim  to  ownership  been  real  instead 
of  fictitious  they  must  have  come  into  conflict  with  Sir  Henry 
Fletcher  in  1780.  Lady  Irwin  was  unable  to  stand  the  test 
of  the  Law  Courts  ;  Chasemore  and  Joanes  surrendered  their 
claims,  and  Burry  and  Etheridge  remained. 


“  To  Mr.  John  Rawlison  and  Mr.  Drew  Michel], 
Bailiffs  of  the  Corporation  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham 
in  the  County  of  Sussex  : — 


“  I  do  hereby  give  you  notice  that  I  have  cancelled 
and  given  up  to  the  Steward  of  the  grantor,  Frances 
Viscountess  Irwin  the  deeds  in  virtue  whereof  I  was 
created  a  Burgess  or  Corporator  of  the  Borough  or  Cor¬ 
poration  of  Horsham  in  the  County  of  Sussex  in  respect 
of  certain  Burgage  lands  called  Jeremy’s  mead  situate 
lying,  and  being,  in  the  said  Borough ;  and  having 
divested  myself  of  all  interest  in  the  said  lands,  I  do 
hereby  voluntarily  resign  the  office  of  a  Burgess  or  Cor¬ 
porator  of  the  said  Borough  or  Corporation.  Witness 
my  hand  and  seal  this  first  day  of  June  in  the  year  of 
our  Lord  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety. 


“  Signed  and  sealed  in  the  t  _ 

presence  of  Edward  LuxfordiPH1LLIP  Chasmore 


An  identical  renunciation  was  made  by  John  Joanes. 
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The  determination  of  the  Duke’s  party  to  use  the  Burgess 
roll  as  the  sole  guide  for  taking  votes  at  the  impending  Elec¬ 
tion  became  known  to  their  opponents  and  caused  Lady  Irwin 
to  turn  again  to  the  Court  Baron  in  the  hope  of  getting  her 
fagg°t-voters  recognised  and  their  names  placed  on  the  Burgess 
roll  ;  a  course  which,  as  soon  as  settled  upon,  the  expected 
immediate  dissolution  of  Parliament  made  urgent.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  on  the  9th  June  179°  a  requisition  was  drawn  up  and 
signed  : — 


“  To  Mr.  Thomas  Charles  Medwin,  Steward  of  the 
Manor  and  Borough  of  Horsham  in  the  County  of  Sussex  : 

“  We,  being  Burgage  tenants  of  the  Manor  and  Borough 
of  Horsham  in  the  County  of  Sussex  in  respect  of  Burgages 
or  parts  or  portions  of  Burgages  holden  of  the  chief  Lord 
of  the  fee  of  the  same  Manor  and  Borough  by  virtue  of 
grants  made  to  us  respectively  of  freehold  interests 
therein  by  the  right  honourable  Frances  Viscountess 
Irwin,  do  hereby  demand  and  require  you  to  summon 
an  Homage,  and  hold  a  Court  Baron,  for  the  same  Manor 
on  Saturday  next  the  12th  instant  that  we  may  be  therein 
admitted  and  put  upon  the  Burgess  roll  of  the  said  Manor 
and  Borough,  in  order  that  we  may  pay  our  several 
reliefs  and  do  our  several  fealties  to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk, 
as  Lord  of  the  said  Manor  and  Borough,  for  and  on 
account  of  our  respective  Burgages. 

“  Witness  our  hands  this  ninth  day  of  June  one 
thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety. 


John  Lintot 
William  Rickword 
William  Boorman 
William  Penn 
Jas.  Thornton 
John  Ireland 
P.  Chasemore 
J.  Aldridge  Jr. 

John  Joanes 
E.  Dubbins 
Guildford  Vinall 
“  Witness  to  the  signing 


Thomas  Plumer 
John  Plumer 
John  Cragg 
Charles  Smith 
E.  Coates 
Harry  Weller 
Peter  Potter 
Thomas  Honeywood 
Nicholas  Whitmore 
Phillip  Humphreys 

of  the  said  Burgesses  : — 
Edward  Luxford.” 
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Did  these  Burgesses,  apparently  so  keen  upon  Court  Baron 
etiquette,  possess  a  sense  of  humour  they  must  have  smiled 
when  they  read  and  signed  this  expression  of  their  anxiety 
to  pay  their  reliefs  and  fealties  to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk,  and, 
it  will  be  noticed,  to  have  their  names  placed  on  the  Burgess 
roll ;  when,  as  they  well  knew,  the  only  reason  for  their  demand 
was  that  they  might  vote  against  his,  and  his  candidates’, 
interests  at  the  impending  Election.  It  will  be  noticed  also 
that  those  two  political  hacks,  Chasemore  and  Joanes,  having 
under  pressure  resigned  their  pretensions  as  Burgesses  of 
Horsham,  reappear  in  a  few  days  with  similar  pretensions  on 
account  of  other  Burgage  holdings  to  which  they  had  as 
little  real  claim  as  to  the  others.  No  more  glaring  cases 
of  occasionality  or  faggot-voting  than  these  surely  could  be 
produced. 

On  Thursday  the  10th  June  1790  Parliament  was  dissolved, 
and  on  the  same  day  at  3  o’clock  in  the  afternoon  Mr.  Ellis 
and  his  clerk,  Mr.  Luxford,  went  to  Mr.  Medwin  to  deliver 
the  requisition.  Mr.  Ellis,  after  stating  the  nature  of  his 
business,  said  that  as  Lady  Irwin’s  Steward  he  was  prepared 
to  pay  all  proper  fees  and  requested  Mr.  Medwin  to  attend 
to  the  business.  Mr.  Medwin  observed  that  the  choice  of  the 
day  on  which  the  Court  should  be  held  lay  with  him.  Mr. 
Ellis  thought  not,  and  pointed  out  that  he  was  required  to 
hold  it  the  following  Saturday,  and  that  if  it  was  too  short  a 
notice  for  Mr.  Medwin  to  get  his  Homage  together,  he,  Mr. 
Ellis,  would  get  one  for  him.  With  a  strong  intimation  from 
Mr.  Medwin  that  he  himself  would  look  after  the  Homage  the 
interview  ended. 

On  the  morning  of  the  following  day,  Friday,  Mr.  Medwin 
hastened  to  London  to  consult  Mr.  Hurst,  Mr.  Chambers,  K.C., 
and  the  learned  Serjeant  Bond  upon  the  impossibility  of  beating 
Lady  Irwin  at  the  poll  if  her  forty  and  odd  faggot-voters  were 
admitted  and  their  names  placed  upon  the  Burgess  roll  at  the 
demanded  Court  Baron.  As  the  result  of  the  consultation,  it 
was  decided  that  a  Court  Baron  must  be  held,  but  that  it 
need  not  be  held  as  demanded  ;  it  should  be  held  at  the 
expiration  of  the  usual  notice,  viz.  eight  days,  and  that  the 
notice  should  run  concurrently  with  the  notice  for  the  Elec¬ 
tion,  the  writ  for  which  was  due  at  Horsham  the  next  day, 
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Saturday.  By  this  arrangement  the  Court  Baron  and  the 
Election  would  be  due  on  the  same  day,  Saturday  week. 

Mr.  Medwin  returned  to  Horsham  the  next  day,  Saturday, 
and  the  writ  for  the  Election  was  delivered  to  him  the  same 
evening.  He  immediately  caused  a  notice  to  be  stuck  on  the 
Town  Hall  summoning  a  Court  Baron  to  be  held  at  that  place 
on  Saturday  the  19th  June  at  9  o’clock  in  the  forenoon  ;  and 
this  notice  was  followed  by  a  proclamation  that  the  Election 
would  take  place  on  the  same  Saturday  morning  at  11  o’clock 
in  the  forenoon.  The  proclamation  was  posted  up  at  the 
Town  Hall,  and  at  the  “  King’s  Head  ”  and  “  Anchor  ”  Inns. 

“  Borough  of  Horsham  (to  wit). 

“  By  virtue  of  a  precept  from  Henry  Manning  Esq., 
Sheriff  of  the  County  of  Sussex,  under  the  seal  of  his 
office  to  the  Bailiffs  of  the  said  Borough  of  Horsham  in 
the  said  County,  directed  and  delivered  for  the  Election 
of  two  Burgesses  for  the  said  Borough  to  serve  in  the 
Parliament  of  our  Lord  the  King,  summoned  to  be  held 
in  the  city  of  Westminster  on  the  tenth  day  of  August 
next  ensuing.  We,  Drew  Michell  and  John  Rawlison, 
the  Bailiffs  of  the  said  Borough,  do  hereby  give  notice 
that  we  shall  proceed  to  the  Election  of  two  Burgesses, 
to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the  Borough  aforesaid,  on 
Saturday  the  nineteenth  day  of  this  instant  June  at 
eleven  o’clock  in  the  forenoon  of  the  same  day,  at  the 
Town  Hall  of  the  said  Borough  being  the  usual  and 
accustomed  place  within  the  said  Borough.  Given  under 
our  hands  the  15th  day  of  June  1790. 

“  (Signed)  Drew  Michell  jBailiffs/, 
John  Rawlison) 

It  was  quite  obvious  to  all  concerned  that  Lady  Irwin 
would  have  no  chance  of  getting  her  faggots  admitted  and  their 
names  entered  on  the  roll  before  the  voting  began  ;  in  fact, 
the  Burgess  roll  was  already  completed  and  closed  for  the 
Election,  and  the  result  of  the  poll  decided  ;  for  at  a  final 
consultation  on  the  day  before  the  Election  of  these  same 
legal  gentlemen  who  had  arrived  at  Horsham  ready  for  the 
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fray,  a  “  Heads  I  win,  tails  you  lose  ”  scheme  was  adopted. 
It  was  decided  that  if  at  the  Court  Baron  presentments  were 
not  offered  within  half  an  hour  the  Court  should  be  dissolved  ; 
and  that  if  presentments  were  brought  the  Homage  should 
demand  of  Lady  Irwin  how  she  derived  legal  title  to  the  whole 
of  her  Burgages  from  Anne  Lady  Irwin  and  Edward  Dickenson 
the  devisees  in  fee  of  Henry,  the  7th  Lord  Irwin.  This  obstacle 
would  take  up  to  11  o’clock,  at  which  hour  it  was  decided  the 
Court  should  be  adjourned  for  three  weeks,  in  order  to  proceed 
with  the  Election.  It  was  also  further  finally  and  irrevoc¬ 
ably  decided  by  these  same  gentlemen  that,  come  what  might, 
the  Bailiffs  should  poll  voters  from  the  Burgess  roll  only  ;  that 
they  should  reject  all  tenders  of  votes  from  those  whose  names 
were  not  on  the  roll ;  that  they  should  refuse  a  scrutiny  if 
demanded ;  and  that  the  poll  clerks  already  decided  upon, 
viz.  Mr.  Medwin  and  his  own  professional  clerk  James  Robert¬ 
son,  should  record  the  names  of  all  those  who  tendered  votes, 
together  with  the  names  and  descriptions  of  the  Burgage 
tenements  for  which  they  tendered. 

This  final  decision,  to  which  the  Bailiffs  were  consenting 
parties,  reduced  them  to  mere  automata.  In  their  disregard 
of  the  obligations  to  integrity  and  independence  required  by 
their  high  office ;  of  their  subscription  to  the  bribery  and 
corruption  oath ;  and  of  the  Sacrament  which  they  were  com¬ 
pelled  by  Act  of  Parliament  to  take  at  Church,  it  is  not  easy 
to  see  how  they  can  escape  a  charge  at  least  of  carelessness  ; 
but  in  regard  to  their  pockets  they  acted  with  great  caution. 
We  do  not  know  that  they,  or  either  of  them,  took  any  bribe 
in  connection  with  this  Election,  but  they  took  orders  for  their 
conduct  as  Returning  Officers  ;  and,  as  if  suspicious  of  the 
situation  into  which  such  orders  might  lead  them,  they  got 
an  indemnification  from  the  Duke,  which  subsequent  events 
proved  to  be  a  very  wise  move. 

“  This  indenture,  made  between  the  Most  noble  Charles 
Duke  of  Norfolk,  Earl  Marshall  and  hereditary  Earl 
Marshall  of  England  of  the  one  part,  and  Drew  Michell 
and  John  Rawlison  Bailiffs  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham 
of  the  other  part,  witnesseth  that  for  divers  good  causes 
and  valuable  considerations  the  said  Charles,  Duke  of 
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Norfolk,  hereunto  moving.  He,  the  said  Charles  Duke  of 
Norfolk,  doth  for  himself,  his  heirs,  executors  and  ad¬ 
ministrators,  covenant  and  declare  with  and  to  the  said 
Drew  Michell  and  John  Rawlison  and  each  of  them  and 
each  of  their  heirs’  executors,  administrators,  of  these 
presents  that  he,  the  said  Charles  Duke  of  Norfolk,  his 
heirs,  executors  and  administrators  shall  and  will  from 
time  to  time  and  at  all  times  hereafter  well  and  effectually 
serve,  defend,  and  keep  harmless  and  indemnified  the 
said  Drew  Michell  and  John  Rawlison  and  each  of  them 
and  their  heirs,  executors,  administrators  and  assigns  and 
their  and  each  and  every  of  their  estates  and  effects, 
whatsoever  and  wheresoever  of,  from  and  against  all  and 
all  manner  of  actions,  suits,  executions,  costs,  charges, 
damages,  expenses,  troubles,  claims  and  demands  what¬ 
soever  which  they  the  said  Drew  Michell  and  John 
Rawlison  or  either  of  them,  their  or  either  of  their  heirs, 
executors  or  administrators,  or  their  or  any  of  their 
estates  and  effects  whatsoever  or  wheresoever  or  any  of 
them  respectively  shall  do,  may  or  otherwise  should  or 
might  incur,  sustain,  or  be  put  unto  for  or  by  reason  or 
means  or  upon  account  of  any  act,  deed,  matter  or  thing 
whatsoever  which  they  the  said  Drew  Michell  and  John 
Rawlison  or  either  of  them  shall  do  or  cause  to  be  done 
in,  about,  touching,  or  concerning  the  ensuing  Election 
of  Members  for  the  said  Borough  of  Horsham  or  in  any 
wise  relating  thereto. 

“  In  witness  etc.” 

In  the  “  Gaming  Table  ”  by  Steinmetz  it  is  stated  that 
this  noble  Duke  lost  £ 70,000  at  a  gambling  hell  in  St.  James’ 
Street,  London,  in  one  evening.  Suspecting  foiJ  play,  he 
took  the  dice  off  the  table  and  retired  to  a  room  on  the  premises 
for  the  night,  intending  to  have  the  dice  examined  the  uext 
morning.  The  other  players  were  much  alarmed  at  this,  and 
one  of  them,  pistol  in  hand,  went  to  the  Duke’s  rooom  on  the 
business,  and,  finding  him  snoring  in  bed,  he  changed  the 
loaded  dice  for  good  ones.  The  next  morning,  the  Duke,  not 
suspecting  the  change,  had  the  substituted  dice  opened  and, 
finding  them  good  ones,  paid  his  debts.  The  Duke’s  political 
gamble  at  Horsham  involved  an  expenditure,  though  not  a 
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loss,  of  over  £70,000.  His  three  dice,  the  Court  Baron,  the 
Court  Leet,  and  the  Hustings  were  heavily  loaded  in  his  favour, 
with  his  complicity,  nay,  at  his  instigation.  His  opponent, 
Lady  Irwin,  now  stood  no  chance  of  winning  at  the  poll,  and 
saw  plainly  enough  that  for  ultimate  success  she  must  look 
beyond  the  Election  to  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
to  whom  she  would,  in  due  course,  take  the  dice  for  examina¬ 
tion. 

We  do  not  know  at  what  particular  period  of  the  contest 
the  other  candidates  appeared  on  the  scene  ;  Mr.  Shelley’s 
companion  in  the  Whig  interest  was  Wilson  Braddyll  of 
Conishead  Priory  in  the  County  of  Lancashire,  Esq.,  described 
unofficially  as  “  a  great  amateur  of  the  pugilistic  art.”  Their 
opponents,  Lady  Irwin’s  candidates,  were  Lord  William 
Gordon,  her  son-in-law,  who  stood  in  disappointment  of  the 
Earl  of  Chichester  the  intended  candidate  but  for  the  fact 
that  he  was  not  of  age,  and  James  Baillie,  Esq.,  a  West  Indian 
Merchant.  Mr.  Shelley  was,  perhaps,  the  best-known  and 
the  most  popular  of  the  gentry.  As  son-in-law  to  Lady  Irwin, 
Lord  William  Gordon  was  also  known  to  Horsham  people, 
but  neither  Mr.  Braddyll  nor  Mr.  Baillie,  so  far  as  we  have 
found,  possessed  the  slightest  claim  to  such  a  qualification. 

In  these  days,  when  strenuous  efforts  are  made  by  speeches, 
addresses,  bills,  leaflets,  advertisements,  slanders,  libels,  un¬ 
pleasant  truths  and  downright  lies,  and  all  sorts  of  appeals 
are  made  to  attract  the  support,  to  satisfy  or  warp  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  electors,  it  will  seem  strange  that  at  this  Election 
there  was  no  public  meeting,  no  address  either  printed  or 
oral,  no  advertisement  of  the  candidates’  political  opinions. 
But  this  circumstance  is  easily  explained.  In  the  two  County 
Constituencies,  in  the  Rape  of  Brambcr  Constituency,  and  in 
those  few  Boroughs  where  there  were  determining  balances  of 
free  electors,  the  candidates  addressed  them  in  those  exceed¬ 
ingly  respectful  terms  with  which  we  are  now  so  familiar  ;  but 
in  1790  at  Horsham,  with  the  great  majority  of  Electors  in 
bondage  and  the  whole  of  the  minority  firmly  pledged,  even 
before  three  of  the  candidates  appeared  or  were  even  known, 
any  such  efforts  or  appeals  would  have  been  but  a  mockery 
and  a  superfluity. 

At  the  Court  Baron,  advertised  to  be  held  at  the  Town 


Wilson  Braddyll,  M.P.  Horsham, 

1790-1792. 


Sir  Timothy  Shelley,  Bart,,  of  Field 
Place  (Father  of  Percy  Bysshe  Shelley), 
M.P.  Horsham,  1790-1792. 


Lord  William  Gordon,  third  son  of  the 
Duke  of  Gordon,  M.P.  Horsham,  1792- 
1796. 


James  Baillie,  M.P.  Horsham,  1792-1793. 
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Hall  on  Saturday  at  9.0  a.m.,  Lady  Irwin’s  agents  with  a 
great  number  of  her  faggot-voters,  punctually  attended  for  pre¬ 
sentment  and  admittance;  but  Mr.  Medwin  did  not  appear  until 
9.30,  when,  having  sworn  the  Homage  of  which  Mr.  Hurst 
was  foreman,  he  adjourned  the  Court  to  the  “Anchor”  Inn. 
Mr.  Ellis  protested  against  the  adjournment,  and  desired  the 
business  might  proceed  without  further  delay  ;  but  Mr.  Medwin 
refused  his  request.  On  arrival  at  the  “Anchor,”  the  Court 
was  called  over  again  ;  then  Mr.  Hurst  made  a  speech  of  some 
length  in  regard  to  the  proposed  admission  of  a  Mr.  Hammond 
to  a  Burgage  plot  in  East  Street,  to  whom  he  had  conveyed  the 
property.  Whereupon  Mr.  Ellis  successfully  objected  to  the 
admission  of  Hammond  because  Mr.  Hurst’s  father  had  pre¬ 
viously  conveyed  the  property  to  the  late  Lord  Irwin  ;  he 
produced  the  deeds  and  called  Guilford  Vinall,  to  whom  the 
Burgage  plot  was  afterwards  conveyed  by  Lady  Irwin.  There 
was  but  little  time  left  for  further  business,  and  of  this  Mr. 
Medwin  employed  about  a  quarter  of  an  hour  in  looking  out 
of  the  window  or  otherwise  frittering  it  away.  When,  there¬ 
fore,  the  first  presentment,  that  of  Nicholas  Whitmore,  was 
offered  by  Mr.  Ellis  on  behalf  of  Lady  Irwin,  Mr.  Medwin  stated 
he  could  not  wait  any  longer  as  he  must  attend  the  Election 
of  Members  to  Parliament,  and  again  adjourned  the  Court 
until  the  10th  of  July. 

The  Election  commenced  with  the  usual  proclamations,  as 
described  in  the  1748  election.  These  having  been  made, 
and  the  other  legal  requirements  complied  with,  the  Burgess 
roll  was  called  over  and  the  Bailiffs  demanded  of  the  Burgesses 
whom  they  proposed  should  serve  them  in  Parliament.  Where¬ 
upon  : — 


Peter  Ducane,  Esq.,  proposed  and 
Middleton  Onslow,  Esq.,  seconded 
William  Ellis  proposed  and 
The  Rev.  William  Jameson 


j-Timothy  Shelley,  Esq. 
rLord  William  Gordon 


seconded 

The  Rev.  Dr.  Hutchinson,  D.D., 
proposed  and  Mr.  James  Waller 


-Wilson  Braddyll,  Esq. 


seconded 

Mr.  John  Collins  proposed  and  jjames  BaimC;  Esq. 
Mr.  John  Michell  seconded  J 
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A  show  of  hands  was  called  for  by  the  Bailiffs  ;  this  they 
declared  in  favour  of  Lord  William  Gordon  and  Mr.  Baillie, 
whereupon  a  poll  was  demanded  on  behalf  of  the  other  two 
candidates  by  Peter  Ducane  and  seconded  by  Middleton 
Onslow  ;  and  the  tedious  and  contentious  business  of  taking 
down  votes,  a  business  that  had  not  been  performed  within 
the  memory  of  anyone  present,  was  then  proceeded  with. 

The  Bailiffs  presided  at  the  Hustings  and  sat  at  a  raised 
bench  in  the  Town  Hall  ;  beneath  them  was  a  large  table  at 
which  sat  the  poll  clerks,  Mr.  Medwin  and  Mr.  Robertson,  and 
the  array  of  Counsel,  Solicitors,  and  their  clerks  engaged  ; 
on  the  Duke’s  side,  in  addition  to  Mr.  Medwin,  Mr.  Hurst 
and  Mr.  Serjeant  Bond,  and  their  clerks  ;  on  Lady  Irwin’s 
side,  Mr.  Ellis,  Mr.  Wallis,  Mr.  Troward  and  Mr.  Douglas,  K.C., 
and  their  clerks. 

The  importance  of  Mr.  Medwin  at  this  Election,  by  virtue 
of  the  many  offices  he  held  and  the  accumulative  effect  of  his 
activities  in  them,  will  not  be  overlooked  by  the  reader.  In 
addition  to  his  political  agency  to  Mr.  Shelley  and  Mr.  Braddyll 
he  was  Steward  to  the  Court  Baron,  Steward  to  the  Court 
Leet,  Town  Clerk,  and  chief  poll  clerk.  By  him  the  Burgess 
roll,  that  potent  and  arbitrary  instrument,  was  prepared  and 
read  to  the  assembled  Burgesses  ;  by  him  it  was  confidently 
handed  to  the  Bailiffs  as  their  sole  guide  in  admitting  the  poll 
of  those  entitled  to  vote. 

The  acceptance  of  this  roll  by  the  Bailiffs  for  that  purpose 
was  at  once  challenged  by  Mr.  Douglas,  who  demanded  to 
know  the  nature  and  contents  of  the  roll ;  when  and  by  whom 
it  was  made  ;  and  who  warned  the  Bailiffs  that  by  acceptance 
of  it  they  were  defying  the  Act  of  Parliament  which  made 
absolute  the  House  of  Commons’  resolution  respecting  the 
right  of  Election  at  Horsham  ;  and  he  reminded  them  of  the 
serious  consequences  to  which  they  were  liable  by  such 
defiance.  He  offered  them  a  copy  of  the  “  Journals  of  the 
House  of  Commons  ”  dealing  with  the  matter,  insisting  on 
the  validity  of  that  determination  and  that  admission  at  the 
Lord’s  Court  Baron  was  consequently  not  a  necessary  qualifi¬ 
cation  for  the  exercise  of  the  franchise  ;  but  this  they  refused. 
Mr.  Douglas,  determined  that  the  Bailiffs,  in  their  official 
capacity,  should  be  informed  of  the  last  determination, 
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insisted,  amidst  much  noise  and  opposition,  upon  reading  it 
to  them  ;  but  to  no  effect.  Both  Mr.  Hurst  and  Serjeant 
Bond,  the  latter  of  whom  displayed  more  fidelity  to  his  noble 
client  than  to  his  own  opinion,  replied  to  Mr.  Douglas  ;  and 
the  Bailiffs  said  they  should  go  by  the  Burgess  roll  in  the  same 
way  as  the  Bailiffs  did  in  1 7 1 5  -  Mr.  Ellis  then  rose  and  asked 
them  :  Are  you  determined  then  to  proceed  as  the  Bailiffs 
did  in  1 7 1 5 j  when  you  know  the  House  of  Commons  decided 
that  their  action  was  illegal  ?  ”  They  replied  they  did  not 
care  anything  about  that,  and  in  the  end  stated  dogmatically 
that  ‘  the  Burgess  roll  was  a  better  rule  to  go  by  than  any 
House  of  Commons’  determination,  and  they  should  go  by 
that  rule.”  “  Then,”  retorted  Mr.  Ellis,  “  you  must  take  the 
consequences.” 

The  poll  then  began,  Mr.  Medwin  calling  the  names  that 
appeared  on  the  roll  and  ticking  them  off  as  they  voted.  The 
first  voter  was  John  Pilfold,  one  of  the  Duke’s  faggots.  As 
he  produced  no  title-deed  to  his  Burgage,  Mr.  Douglas  pro¬ 
tested  against  the  acceptance  of  his  vote  ;  the  Bailiffs  referred 
to  the  roll,  and  finding  his  name  upon  it,  said  they  did  not 
require  to  see  his  title-deeds  ;  his  admission  at  the  Court  was 
conclusive  evidence  as  to  his  title,  and  his  vote  was  therefore 
allowed.  A  general  objection  was  made  to  all  the  voters  for 
Shelley  and  Braddyll  on  the  ground  that  they  did  not  produce 
any  title-deeds  ;  but  in  every  case  the  Bailiffs  overruled  the 
objection.  On  the  other  hand,  all  Lady  Irwin’s  voters  except 
one  came  armed  with  their  fraudulent,  but  strictly  legal,  title- 
deeds  ;  but  the  Bailiffs  ignored  their  possession  of  them.  In 
two  cases,  those  of  George  Phillips  and  Thomas  Griffiths, 
objection  was  made  that  they  tendered  to  vote  for  property 
that  had  already  been  voted  for  ;  and  in  another  case,  that 
of  Charles  Smith,  one  of  the  Duke’s  faggot-voters,  Mr.  Douglas 
objected  that  he  tendered  to  vote  in  respect  of  property  that 
belonged  to  Lady  Irwin.  References  to  the  deeds  might  have 
proved  or  refuted  the  allegations,  but  the  Bailiffs  would  not 
have  them  referred  to  ;  their  names  were  on  the  loll  and  so 
their  votes  were  accepted. 

These  and  other  disputes  and  wrangles  between  opposing 
Counsel  involved  and  prolonged  the  business,  but  they  were 
not  allowed  to  settle  anything  ;  the  Burgess  roll  was  the  one 
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touchstone  of  finality  in  every  case,  and  upon  its  application 
learned  legal  gentlemen  were  at  once  left  beating  the  air. 
For  instance,  John  Smith,  one  of  the  Duke’s  faggot-voters, 
brought  no  title-deed  to  support  his  claim  to  vote.  Mr. 
Douglas  objected  to  him  on  this  ground  ;  and  was  proceeding 
to  a  further  objection,  when  the  Bailiffs  referred  to  the  roll. 
Smith’s  name  was  found  upon  it,  so  his  vote  was  accepted 
as  good  ;  whereupon  Mr.  Medwin  curtly  informed  Mr.  Douglas, 
in  the  midst  of  his  speech,  that  the  man  had  been  polled. 
A  similar  case  on  the  other  side  was  that  of  Harry  Weller, 
whose  name  was  on  the  roll.  He  had  been  made  a  Burgess 
by  Lady  Irwin  in  respect  of  a  tenement  that  was  afterwards 
thought  to  be  of  very  doubtful  Burgage  tenure.  He  recon¬ 
veyed  this  property  to  Lady  Irwin,  who  granted  him  a  fresh 
bogus  title  to  a  part  of  a  field  of  2  acres  which  had  been 
presented  as  two  whole  Burgages.  He,  like  Lady  Irwin’s 
other  voters,  offered  his  “  snatch  papers  ”  for  examination, 
but  they  were  refused  by  the  Bailiffs.  Serjeant  Bond,  how¬ 
ever,  asked  the  date  of  them.  Mr.  Ellis  told  him.  “  Then,” 
cried  the  Serjeant,  “  the  man  cannot  have  been  admitted  and 
has  not  a  good  vote.”  “  The  man  has  been  polled,”  retorted 
Mr.  Ellis,  “  strike  him  off  if  you  can  or  know  how.”  But 
perhaps  the  most  remarkable  incident  in  regard  to  the  poll 
was  the  fact  that  Mr.  Medwin,  who  had  devoted  so  much 
professional  skill  and  interest  in  securing  and  attending  to 
the  Duke’s  votes,  bungled  and  lost  his  own.  When  he  came 
to  his  own  name  on  the  roll  he  was  immediately  challenged  by 
Mr.  Ellis  as  to  his  Burgage  holding  and  title  thereto,  and  it 
seems  that  in  the  heated  controversy  and  confusion  that 
ensued  Mr.  Medwin  omitted  to  state  for  whom  he  voted. 
Certainly  his  fellow  poll-clerk,  James  Robertson,  who  entered 
the  names  on  the  Poll  Book,  did  not  register  Mr.  Mcdwin’s 
vote.  At  the  subsequent  enquiry  before  the  House  of 
Commons’  Committee,  Mr.  Medwin  declared  he  had  tendered 
to  vote  for  Shelley  and  Braddyll,  but  the  statement  was  hotly 
disputed  ;  and  no  one  else,  not  even  Robertson,  would  swear 
he  had  tendered  his  vote.  As  it  was  not  registered,  nor 
proved  to  have  been  tendered,  it  was,  of  course,  lost  to 
the  Duke’s  candidates.  It  is  remarked  in  the  Poll  Book  that 
Mr.  Medwin  11  tendered  for  the  Red  Lion  and  was  rejected,” 
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but  there  are  good  reasons  for  doubting  this.  Of  the  forty- 
four  names  on  the  Burgess  roll  no  other  was  rejected.  In  no 
case  would  the  Bailiffs  look  at  title-deeds,  either  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  rejecting  or  accepting  votes.  No  witness  was  pro¬ 
duced  to  state  that  the  tender  was  rejected.  In  view  of  these 
facts  it  is  perhaps  possible  to  read  in  the  Poll  Book  remark 
an  afterthought,  to  reinstate  the  possibility  of  getting  Mr. 
Medwin’s  vote  accepted  at  any  proceedings  before  a  House 
of  Commons’  Committee  by  an  official  entry  in  the  Poll  Book 
that  it  was  tendered. 

After  all  the  Burgesses  whose  names  were  on  the  roll  had 
polled,  Mr.  Ellis  called  upon  the  first  of  Lady  Irwin’s  faggot 
voters  whose  names  had  been  kept  off  the  roll ;  this  was  John 
Joanes,  Lady  Irwin’s  gardener  at  Hills  (successor  to  the  faith¬ 
ful  Meredew).  He  produced  his  title-deeds  dated  the  6th 
and  7th  June  1790,  which  were  read  and  duly  entered  in  the 
Poll  Book.  Mr.  Ellis  then  offered  to  prove  that  the  tenement 
described  was  of  Burgage  tenure  ;  that  its  former  holder  had 
been  admitted  for  it  at  a  Court  Baron  and  his  name  had  been 
placed  on  the  roll.  He  also  offered  to  prove  Lady  Irwin’s 
title  to  the  property,  execution  of  the  conveyance  to  Joanes  ; 
and  that  Joanes  had  offered  to  prove  his  title  at  the  Court 
Baron,  which  had  begun  to  be  held  that  same  morning 
previous  to  the  election.  Joanes’  tender  to  vote  was  rejected 
because  his  name  was  not  on  the  Burgess  roll ;  and  for  the 
same  reason  forty-one  more  of  Lady  Irwin’s  faggot-voters 
were  rejected  at  the  Hustings  that  day.  All  of  these  knew 
they  were  to  be  made  bogus  Burgesses  of  Horsham  for  the 
purpose  of  electing  Lady  Irwin’s  candidates  as  Members  of 
Parliament,  but  scarcely  a  handful  of  them  knew  until  the 
morning  of  the  Election,  when  they  were  given  their, “  snatch 
papers,”  either  the  name  or  the  site  of  the  particular  property 
by  the  legal  possession  of  which  they  had  been  elevated  to 
their  new  dignity.  As  the  Bailiffs  rejected  their  claims  to 
vote  Mr.  Ellis  asked  them  all  for  whom  they  wished  to  vote  ; 
and  all  answered  for  Gordon  and  Baillie.  The  poll  clerks  took 
their  names  and  addresses  and  particulars  of  the  alleged 
Burgage  holdings,  by  right  of  which  they  tendered,  and  at 
about  7  o’clock,  when  the  last  of  these  fraudulent  Burgesses 
had  been  fraudulently  denied  his  fraudulent  claim,  the 
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Bailiffs  closed  the  poll.  Again  Mr.  Douglas,  notwithstanding 
his  many  rebuffs,  addressed  the  Bailiffs,  pointing  out  the 
severe  penalties  to  which  they  were  now  liable  for  their  action 
that  day,  and  urging  them,  in  order  to  avoid  or  mitigate  the 
ill  consequences  of  it,  to  leave  the  decision  of  the  Election  to 
the  House  of  Commons  by  making  a  double  Return  ;  one 
Return  upon  the  votes  of  those  who  had  been  admitted  at  a 
Court  Baron  and  had  been  polled  that  day,  and  the  other 
Return  upon  those  votes  together  with  those  that  were 
tendered  and  rejected  ;  he  had  brought  with  him  Returns 
ready  engrossed  for  that  purpose.  However,  this  proposition 
fared  no  better  than  his  other  contributions  to  the  proceedings. 
The  Bailiffs  made  one  Return  only,  and  upon  it  were  the  names 
of  the  Duke’s  nominees,  Timothy  Shelley  and  Wilson  Braddyll, 
Esquires,  as  Members  of  Parliament  for  Horsham. 

“  This  indenture,  made  at  the  Borough  of  Horsham  in 
the  County  of  Sussex  on  the  19th  day  of  June  in  the 
30th  year  of  the  reign  of  our  Sovereign  Lord  George  the 
third,  by  the  Grace  of  God  of  Great  Britain,  France  and 
Ireland  King,  Defender  of  the  faith  and  so  forth,  and  in 
the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and 
ninety.  Between  Henry  Manning  Esq.,  Sheriff  of  the 
said  County  of  Sussex  of  the  one  part,  and  Drew  Michell 
and  John  Rawlison,  Bailiffs  of  the  Borough  aforesaid  ; 
and  the  Revd.  Thomas  Hutchinson,  Doctor  in  Divinity ; 
Peter  Ducane  Esq.,  Robert  Hurst  Esq.  ;  John  Pilfold  ; 
James  Waller ;  John  Burry  ;  Richard  Collins  ;  Thomas 
Griffiths  ;  John  Batchelor  ;  John  Batchelor  the  younger  ; 
Thomas  Knight ;  Henry  Naldrett ;  George  Phillips  ; 
Joseph  Borer  ;  Burgesses  of  the  said  Borough,  then  and 
there  present  to  elect  two  Burgesses  for  the  said  Borough 
to  serve  in  Parliament  to  be  holden  at  the  city  of  West¬ 
minster  on  the  tenth  day  of  August  next  ensuing,  and 
there  to  give  their  attendance  with  full  and  sufficient 
power  and  authority  for  themselves  and  the  Commonalty 
of  the  said  Borough  to  do  and  consent  to  those  things 
which  of  the  Common  Council  of  the  Realm  shall  be 
requisite  and  necessary  to  be  done  according  to  the  form 
and  effect  of  a  certain  precept  from  the  said  Sheriff  to 
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the  Bailiffs  of  the  said  Borough  directed,  of  the  other 
part ;  witnesseth  that  the  said  Drew  Michell  and  John 
Rawlison  Bailiffs  of  the  said  Borough  and  the  Rev. 
Thomas  Hutchinson,  Doctor  in  Divinity  ;  Peter  Ducane 
Esq.  ;  Robert  Hurst  Esq.  ;  John  Pilfold  ;  James  Waller  ; 
John  Burry  ;  Richard  Collins  ;  Thomas  Griffiths  ;  John 
Batchelor  the  Younger  ;  Thomas  Knight ;  Henry  Nald- 
rett ;  George  Phillips  ;  Joseph  Borer ;  as  the  major 
part  of  the  Burgesses  of  the  said  Borough  of  those  who 
at  that  Election  were  then  and  there  present  according  to 
the  form  and  effect  of  the  Statute  in  that  case  made  and 
provided,  as  well  for  themselves  as  for  the  whole  Borough 
aforesaid,  have  elected  and  chosen  Timothy  Shelley  of 
Field  Place  in  the  Parish  of  Warnham  in  the  County  of 
Sussex,  Esq.,  and  Wilson  Braddyll  of  Conishead  Priory 
in  the  County  of  Lancaster,  Esq.,  to  be  Burgesses  of  the 
said  Borough  of  Horsham  at  the  said  Parliament  to  be 
holden  at  the  said  City  of  Westminster  the  said  tenth 
day  of  August  next  ensuing,  giving  and  granting  to  the 
aforesaid  Timothy  Shelley  and  Wilson  Braddyll  full  and 
sufficient  power  for  themselves  and  the  Commonalty  of 
the  said  Borough  to  do  and  consent  to  those  things,  which 
of  the  Common  Council  of  the  said  Realm  shall  be  requisite 
and  necessary  to  be  done. 

“  In  witness  whereof  the  said  Sheriff  to  one  part  of 
these  present  indentures  his  hand  and  seal  hath  put,  and 
to  the  other  part  the  said  Bailiffs  and  Burgesses,  their 
hands  have  set  and  caused  the  Common  seal  of  their 
Borough  to  be  affixed  the  day  and  year  first  above 
written. 

“  Henry  Manning 
“Sheriff:” 

“  Sealed  and  delivered  in  the  presence  of 
Robert  Settle,  Clerk  to  Mr.  Mayhew  1 
William  Cooper.” 

The  Burgesses  signing  this  return  were  all  supporters  of 
the  Duke’s  candidates.  Every  Burgess  had  a  right  to  sign 


1  Mayhew  was  Medwin’s  London  agent. 
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the  Return,  and  at  previous  and  later  elections  supporters 
of  both  sides  did  sign  Returns  ;  but  at  this  Election  none  of 
Lady  Irwin’s  supporters  would  add  his  name  to  the  document 
which,  contrary  to  one  of  its  statements,  did  not  contain  the 
names  of  the  major  part  of  the  Burgesses. 

It  is  remarkable  that  of  the  eighty-six  voters  who  went  to 
the  Hustings,  only  one  divided  his  vote  between  the  two 
parties,  a  fact  that  indicates  the  loss  of  political  freedom 
rather  than  a  clear-cut  difference  of  political  opinion.  The 
cross  vote  was  that  of  William  Smith,  who  owned  and  lived 
at  Horsham  Park,  called  Cockmans  in  the  Survey  of  1611, 
and  was  quite  independent  and  unimpeachable. 

“  Borough  of  Horsham  in  the  County  of  Sussex  (To  wit). 

“  A  poll  taken  at  the  Borough  aforesaid  by  Drew 
Michell  and  John  Rawlison,  Bailiffs  of  the  said  Borough 
for  the  Election  of  two  Burgesses  to  serve  for  the  same 
Borough  in  the  Parliament  of  our  sovereign  Lord  the 
King  to  be  holden  at  the  City  of  Westminster  the  tenth 
day  of  August  next  ensuing  on  Saturday  the  nineteenth 
day  of  June  1790  by  virtue  of  a  precept  from  Henry 
Manning  Esq.,  Sheriff  of  the  County  of  Sussex  aforesaid 
to  the  said  Bailiffs  directed. 

“  Candidates. 

Timothy  Shelley  Esq., 

Wilson  Braddyll  Esq., 

William  Gordon  Esq.,  commonly  called  The  Right 
Idonble  Lord  William  Gordon, 

James  Baillie  Esq.” 


Voters’  Names. 

Burgage  Houses  and  Lands. 

Shelley — 
Braddyll. 

Gordon — 
Baillie. 

John  Pilfold,of  South  St., 
Horsham,  Mercer 

John  Smith,  Surgeon,  of 
Scarfox,  Horsham 
William  Scutt,  of  North 

X  X 

X  X 

St.,  Horsham,  Collar 
Maker 

X  X 
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Voters’  Names. 


Burgage  Houses  and  Lands. 


Richard  Grinstead,  of 
South  St.,  Horsham, 
Yeoman 

Richard  Williamson,  of 
Scarfox,  Horsham,  Hol¬ 
low  Turner 

Nathaniel  Tredcroft,  of 
South  St.,  Horsham, 
Esq. 

Robert  Hurst,  of  South 
St.,  Horsham,  Esq.  . 

Richard  Howes,  of  the 
Scarfox,  Horsham,  Per¬ 
uke  Maker 

William  Ellis,  North  St., 
Horsham,  Gent  . 

Henry  Penfold,  South  St., 
Horsham,  Peruke 
Maker 

Richard  Thornton,  of  the 
Scarfox,  Horsham, 
Schoolmaster 

Harry  Weller,  of  the 
South  St.,  Horsham, 
Weaver 

Peter  Ducane,  of  South 
St.,  Horsham,  Esq.  . 

Thomas  Charles  Medwin, 
of  Scarfox  and  West 
St.,  Horsham,  Gent.  . 

Charles  Dendy,  Scarfox, 
Glover 

William  Jameson,  of 
South  St.,  Horsham, 
Clerk 

William .  Hards,  of  the 
South  St„  Horsham, 
Brandy  Merchant 

John  Dendy,  of  the  Scar¬ 
fox,  Horsham,  Shop¬ 
keeper 


Tendered  to  poll 
for  the  Red  Lion 
and  Rejected 


William  Jones,  of  Hor¬ 


sham  Common,  yeoman 
Alexander  Luxford,  of 
the  West  St.,  Horsham, 
Fellmonger 


Shelley —  Gordon — 

Braddyll.  Baillie. 


X  X 

X  X 


X  X 


X  X 


X  X 

X  X 


X  X 

X  X 

X  X 


X  X 


X  X 

'  X  X 

X  X 

X  X 

X  X 

X  x 
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Voters'  Names. 

Burgage  Houses  and  Lauds. 

Shelley— 

Braddyll. 

Gordon — 
Baillie. 

Stringer  Sheppard,  of 

South  St.,  Horsham, 
Butcher 

X  X 

James  Waller,  of  Hor- 

\ 

sham  Common,  Sur¬ 
geon 

X 

X 

The  Rev.  Thomas  Hutch- 

inson,  D.D.,of  Beeding, 
Sussex 

X 

X 

William  Smith,  of  North 
St.,1  Horsham,  Esq.  . 
Timothy  Shelley,  of  Field 

X 

X 

PL  ce,  Warnham,  Esq. 

X 

X 

John  Batchelor,  of  Hor¬ 
sham,  Farmer  . 

John  Batchelor,  Junr.,  of 

X 

X 

Slaugham,  Farmer 
Edward  Stedman,  of  Hor- 

X 

X 

sham.  Farmer 

William  Lamb,  of  Slaug- 

X 

X 

ham,  Farmer 

X 

X 

Edward  Etheridge,  of 
Horsham,  Farmer 
Thomas  Knight,  of  Slin- 

X 

X 

fold,  Farmer 

X 

X 

Henry  Naldrett,  of  Warn¬ 
ham,  Farmer 

Joseph  Borer,  of  Hor- 

X 

X 

sham.  Farmer  . 
Middleton  Onslow,  Esq., 

X 

X 

of  Drunswick,  in  Sussex 

X 

X 

William  Smith,  of  Thake- 
ham,  Clerk 

John  Burry,  of  West  St., 

X 

X 

Horsham,  Surgeon 
Richard  Collins,  of  South 

X 

X 

St.,  Horsham,  School¬ 
master 

X 

X 

Drew  Michell,  of  Hor- 

sham.  Tanner 

X 

X 

1  In  Frazer’s  “  Election  Cases,”  the  cross  vote  is  stated  to  be  that  of  John 
Smith,  but  this  is  an  error;  William  Smith  was  an  independent  voter.  John 
Smith  was  a  faggot. 
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Voters’  Names. 


John  Rawlison,  of  West 
St.,  Horsham,  Brewer 
John  Smith,  of  Lad  Lane, 
London,  Merchant 
Charles  Smith,  of  King 
St.,  Golden  Square, 
Linen  draper 
George  Phillips,  of  the 
South  St.,  Horsham, 
Gent. 

Thomas  Griffith,  South 
St.,  Horsham,  Carpen¬ 
ter  .... 
Ralph  Joanes,  North  St., 
Horsham,  Mason 
John  Michell,  of  South  St., 
Horsham,  Gent. 


Burgage  Houses  and  Lands. 


Thomas  Charles  Medwint  „ 

T  T,  .  ,  >  Sworn  Poll  Clerks. 

James  Robertson  J 


The  following  votes  were  tendered  : — 


Voters’  Names. 

Burgage  Houses  and  Lands. 

Gordon— 

Baillie 

John  Joanes,  at  Hills, 
Gardener  (convey¬ 
ance  dated  8th  June 

1 790  from  Lady 
Irwin  to  him  for  the 
joint  lives  of  herself 
and  him). 

All  those  messuages  or  tenements 
formerly  but  one  messuage  or 
tenement  containing  three 
lower  rooms,  two  chambers  and 
a  cellar  situate  in  the  North  St., 
of  the  Borough  of  Horsham 
heretofore  the  estate  of  Samuel 

Guildford  Vinall,  of 
South  St.,  Horsham 
Mercer. 

Caffyn  formerly  in  the  occupa¬ 
tion  of  Ann  Honeywood  and 
Margaret  Michell  part  of  the 
Chequer  Inn  by  the  rent  of  two 
pence.  Tendered  to  vote  for  . 

All  that  garden  plott  or  parcel  of 
ground  with  the  appurtenances 
situate  in  the  Borough  of  Hor¬ 
sham  in  the  County  of  Sussex, 
late  in  the  tenure  or  occupation 
II 

X  X 
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Voters’  Names. 


Burgage  Houses  and  Lands. 


Edward  Coates,  of 
West  St.,  Horsham, 
Gent. 


Samuel  Waller,  of 
Cuckfield,  Gent. 


Nicholas  Whitmore,  of 
the  West  St.,  Hor¬ 
sham,  Smith. 


of  Rd.  Hurst  together  with  a 
blacksmiths  shop  now  standing 
thereon  or  on  some  part  thereof 
the  said  garden  plott  or  parcel 
of  ground  having  the  Kings 
Highway  leading  from  the 
Market  place  of  Horsham 
aforesaid  towards  Slaugham  on 
the  North  the  Kings  Highway 
leading  towards  Cobbets  bridge 
on  the  East  and  the  messuage 
and  garden  late  of  John  Chas- 
mer  dec’d  on  the  South  and 
West  parts  thereof.  Tendered 
to  vote  for  .... 

All  those  several  messuages  or 
tenements,  backsides,  barns 
and  buildings  formerly  part  of 
the  Wonder  or  Talbot  Inn  late 
in  the  occupation  of  Edward 
Dubbins  and  others.  Tendered 
to  vote  for  .... 

All  that  parcel  of  ground  at  the 
East  end  of  an  orchard  belong¬ 
ing  to  a  tenement  formerly- 
called  the  Wonder  or  Talbot 
Inn  situate  in  the  South  Street 
now  or  late  in  the  occupation  of 
Guilford  Vinall.  Tendered  to 
vote  for  .... 

All  those  two  messuages  stables 
gardens  etc.  in  the  South  St. 
near  the  Market  house  between 
the  messuage  late  in  the  occu¬ 
pation  of  Phillip  Chasemore 
on  the  North  a  messuage  late 
the  property  of  Thomas  Sum¬ 
mers  on  the  South,  the  garden 
and  backside  formerly  of  John 
Michell  sometime  in  the  occu¬ 
pation  of  George  Waller  on  the 
East  and  the  Market  Place  of 
Horsham  on  the  West  late 
estate  of  Robert  Hurst  Esq. 
Tendered  to  vote  for 


Gordon — 
Baillie. 


X  X 


X  X 


X  X 


X  X 


/ 
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Voters’  Names. 


Burgage  Houses  and  Lands. 


Gordon — 
Baillie. 


William  Boorman, 
West  St.,  Horsham, 
Shopkeeper. 


J  ohn  Muzzell,  West 
St.,  Clockmaker. 


Edward  Stanford,  of 
St.  Martins  in  the 
Fields,  Castle  St., 
Leicester  Square, 
Linen  draper. 


John  Lintott,  of  West 
St.,  Horsham, 
Butcher. 


All  that  part  of  a  messuage  which 
was  formerly  the  messuage 
called  the  George  situate  in 
North  St.,  together  with  back¬ 
side  garden  orchard  and  ap¬ 
purtenances  now  in  the  occu¬ 
pation  of  Edward  Dubbins 
late  the  estate  of  Richard  Curtis 
rent  3d.  Tendered  to  vote  for 
All  that  piece  of  ground  or  toft 
whereon  a  messuage  etc.  lately 
stood,  together  with  a  garden 
thereto  belonging  called  by  the 
name  of  Marchants  and  the 
Bell  situate  in  the  South  St.  on 
the  West  side  of  the  said  street 
having  a  messuage  late  in  the 
occupation  of  Timothy  Shelley 
Esq.  on  the  South  and  a  messu¬ 
age  late  in  the  occupation  of 

-  Lintott  patten  maker  on 

the  North  rent  2d.  heretofore 
the  estate  of  WilliamWoodman. 
Tendered  to  vote  for 
One  acre  of  land  part  of  a  close 
containing  two  acres  called 
Elliotts  close  situate  in  or  near 
the  East  St.,  of  the  Borough  of 
Horsham  in  tenure  of  John 
Taylor  Rent  is.  Tendered  to 
vote  for  .... 
All  that  close  containing  by 
estimation  15  rods  lying  in 
East  St.,  bounded  as  follows 
to  wit.  To  certain  lands  for¬ 
merly  Nicholas  Best  on  the 
East,  North,  and  West  parts 
and  the  Kings  Highway  leading 
from  the  Market  place  in  Hor¬ 
sham  towards  Birchin  bridge 
on  the  South  late  in  the  occu¬ 
pation  of  Edmund  Davey,  and 

-  Vincent  and  now  of - 

Rent  3d.  Tendered  to  vote  for 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


II 
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Voters’  Names. 

Burgage  Houses  and  Lands. 

Gordon — 
Baillie. 

John  Ireland,  West 
St.,  Horsham,  Car¬ 
penter. 

All  that  field  croft  or  close  of  land 
being  parcel  of  lands  called 

Grandfords  Ockendens  and 

\ 

Mascalls  Garden  called  by  the 
name  of  the  Hopgarden  con¬ 
taining  3  acres  in  the  occupa¬ 
tion  of  Richard  Williamson. 
No  rent  mentioned.  Tendered 
to  vote  for  .... 

X  X 

John  Cragg,  of  South 
St.,  Horsham,  Gar¬ 
dener. 

All  that  2  acres  of  land  being  one 
entire  Burgage  part  of  the 
George  mead  lying  in  the  North 
St.  late  estate  for  life  of  G. 
Waller.  Tendered  to  vote  for 

X  X 

Charles  Smith,  South 
St.,  Horsham,  Gent. 

All  that  messuage  with  garden 
etc.  called  Smallwoods  lying  in 
the  Scarfox  half  a  Burgage 
Rent  6d.  formerly  in  the  occu¬ 
pation  of  Phillip  Holland  and 
Henry  Gravelly.  Tendered  to 
vote  for  .... 

X  X 

Phillip  Chasemore,  of 
South  St.,  Horsham, 
Butcher. 

All  that  messuage  stable  orchard 
and  backside  with  appurten¬ 
ances  being  the  West  part  of  a 
messuage  called  Grandford  late 
in  the  occupation  of  William 
Jupp.  Tendered  to  vote  for  . 

X  X 

Thomas  Plumer,  of 
South  St.,  Horsham, 
Upholsterer. 

One  sixth  part,  the  whole  into 
six  equal  parts  to  be  divided  of 
and  in.  All  those  two  fields 
etc.  late  Rowlands  containing 

8  acres  more  or  less  in  the  East 
St.  which  one  sixth  part  is  Bur¬ 
gage  land  Rent  is.  Tendered 
to  vote  for  .... 

X  X 

John  Plumer,  of  South 
St.,  Horsham,  Tal¬ 
low  Chandler. 

All  that  barn  and  garden  called 
Gillhams  being  or  reputed  to  be 
part  of  Gillhams  in  or  near  East 
St.  now  or  late  in  the  occupa¬ 
tion  of  John  Taylor  Rent  is. 
Tendered  to  vote  for 

X  X 

Phillip  Humphreys,  of 
South  St.,  Horsham, 
Shopkeeper. 

All  that  messuage  etc.  being  the 
South  part  of  a  messuage  called 
Baldwyns  and  Apsleys  as  same 
is  divided  from  the  North  part 

THE  1790  GENERAL  ELECTION 


165 


Voters’  Names. 


Charles  Champion,  of 
Scarfox,  Horsham, 
Baker. 


Thomas  Honeywood, 
of  Scarfox,  Hor¬ 
sham,  Cordwainer. 


William  Palmer,  of 
Scarfox,  Horsham, 
Cooper. 

John  Dendy,  the 
younger  of  Scarfox, 
Shopkeeper. 


James  Thornton,  of 
Scarfox,  Horsham, 
Schoolmaster. 


Edward  Dubbins,  of 
North  St.,  Horsham, 
Surgeon. 


Burgage  Houses  and  Lands. 


late  in  the  occupation  of  Joseph 

Shaw  Carpenter  now  of  - 

in  the  Scarfox.  Tendered  to 
vote  for  .... 

All  that  close  in  or  near  East  St. 
on  the  East  side  of  a  messuage 
called  Gillhams  and  reputed  to 
be  part  of  Gillhams  containing 
3  acres  heretofore  in  the  occu¬ 
pation  of  Thomas  Bullen  and 
now  or  late  of  John  Taylor 
Rent  is.  Tendered  to  vote  for 

All  that  messuage  and  croft  of 
land  with  the  buildings  and 
appurtenances  heretofore  part 
of  the  Chequer  Inn  situate  in 
the  North  St.  in  the  occupation 
of  Benjamin  Hall  heretofore 
the  estate  of  Henry  Howes 
Burgage  tenement  Rent  6d. 
Tendered  to  vote  for 

One  sixth  part  of  Rowlands. 
Tendered  to  vote  for 

All  that  messuage  lately  rebuilt 
with  barn,  gardens,  orchards, 
lands,  and  premises  with  the 
appurtenances  called  Bournes 
in  the  occupation  of  Richard 
Williamson  in  the  Scarfox. 
Rent  is.  6d.  Tendered  to 
vote  for  .... 

All  that  messuage,  garden  and 
backside  with  appurtenances, 
formerly  part,  or  reputed  part, 
of  the  Chequer  Inn  in  the  occu¬ 
pation  of  Benjamin  Hall, 
Baker.  Tendered  to  vote  for 

A  moity  of  a  certain  croft  in  the 
East  St.  commonly  called 
Potters  croft  in  the  occupation 
of  William  Sandham,  the  said 
moiety  being  one  entire  Bur¬ 
gage  Rent  is.  Tendered  to 
vote  for  .... 


Gordon — 
Baillie. 


X  X 


X  X 


X  X 

X  X 


X  X 

X  X 


X  X 
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Voters’  Names. 


Burgage  Houses  and  Lands. 


Gordon — 
Baillie. 


William  Penn,  of 
North  St.,  Hor¬ 
sham  Cordwainer. 


William  Joanes,  of 
North  St.,  Horsham, 
Surveyor. 


William  Rickword,  of 
North  St.,  Horsham, 
Surgeon. 


Peter  Potter,  of  North 
St.,  Horsham,  Vic¬ 
tualler. 


All  that  part  of  a  messuage 
which  was  formerly  the  mes¬ 
suage  called  the  George  situate 
in  the  North  St.,  in  the  occu¬ 
pation  of  Edward  Dubbins. 
Tendered  to  vote  for 
All  that  messuage,  barn,  garden 
and  one  acre  of  land  situate  in 
the  Borough  of  Horsham  in  or 
near  the  East  St.  together  with 
gate  place,  yard,  and  backside 
formerly  the  inheritance  of 
William  Coe  and  Robert  Coe 
late  in  the  occupation  of  Henry 
Groombridge  being  one  whole 
Burgage  Rent  is.  Tendered 
to  vote  for  .... 
All  that  messuage  being  the 
North  part  of  a  messuage  for¬ 
merly  called  Baldwins  and 
Apsleys  as  same  is  now  divided 
from  the  South  part  late  in  the 
occupation  of  Richard  Clark 
blacksmith  situate  in  the  Scar- 
fox  save  and  except  a  piece  of 
ground  containing  in  length 
from  East  to  West  3  rods  and 
6  ft.  of  assize  and  in  breadth 
from  North  to  South  26  ft. 
9  ins.  of  assize  being  parcel  of 
the  garden  of  the  said  messuage 
and  lying  at  the  North  end 
thereof  as  the  same  is  now 
fenced  off  and  divided  from 
the  other  part  of  the  said 
garden.  Tendered  to  vote  for 
A  plott  of  ground  being  a  portion 
Rent  6d.  in  East  St.  in  the 
occupation  of  John  Taylor 
adjoining  to  a  garden  plott  of 
the  said  John  Taylor  on  the 
North  and  East  to  a  field  called 
Rackfield  on  the  South  and  to 
the  Kings  Highway  on  the 
West  formerly  the  Estate  of 
John  Reynolds.  Tendered  to 
vote  for  .... 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 
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Voters*  Names. 


John  Aldridge,  of  New 
Lodge,  Esq. 


John  Collins,  of  East 
Grinstead,  Gent. 

Samuel  Roberts,  of 
Fleet  Market,  Lon¬ 
don,  Floor  cloth 
manufacturer. 


Abel  Marsh,  of  East 
St.,  Horsham,  Gar¬ 
dener. 

James  Holroyd,  of 
Kensington,  Middle¬ 
sex,  Gent. 


Daniel  Waterfield,  of 
John  St.,  Bedford 
Row,  Coachmaster. 


Burgage  Houses  and  Lands. 


Gordon — 
Baillie. 


A  messuage  with  brewhouse  etc. 
being  part  of  the  Inn  called 
the  Kings  Head  in  North  St., 
in  the  occupation  of  Edward 
Lee  half  a  Burgage.  Tendered 
to  vote  for  .... 

One  sixth  part  of  Rowlands. 
Tendered  to  vote  for 

A  piece  of  ground  being  an 
Orchard  adjoining  to  the  dwel¬ 
ling  house  formerly  of  one 
Henry  Hill  in  or  near  East 
St.  late  in  the  occupation  of 
Abel  Marsh  Rent  2d.  called 
Broadbridges.  Tendered  to 
vote  for  .  .  . 

A  piece  of  ground  part  of  the 
North  part  of  Baldwyns  and 
Apsleys  Rent  2d.  Tendered 
to  vote  for  .... 

A  croft  and  piece  of  garden 
ground  called  by  the  name  of 
Patchings  in  or  near  East  St. 
in  the  occupation  of  John 
Taylor,  half  a  Burgage  Rent 
6d.  Tendered  to  vote  for 

A  piece  of  Burgage  ground  being 
part  of  a  garden  plott  in  Hor¬ 
sham  late  in  the  occupation  of 
John  Tasker  adjoining  to  the 
lands  formerly  of  Francis  Pas- 
sell  late  of  John  Passell  on  the 
East  containing  36  ft.  of  assize 
in  length  and  20  ft.  of  assize  in 
breadth  with  a  convenient  way- 
and  pass  to  and  from  the  same 
between  the  dwelling  house  of 
Richard  Cock  and  late  of 
Richard  Curtis  and  now  of 
Edward  Dubbins  and  the  dwel¬ 
ling  house  late  of  W.  Chambers 
afterwards  of  John  Tasker  but 
now  of  William  Rye  heretofore 
purchased  by  one  William 
Chambers  of  John  Pike.  Ten¬ 
dered  to  vote  for  . 


X 

X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 

X 


X 


X 


X 


X 
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Voters’  Names. 

Burgage  Houses  and  Lands. 

Gordon — 
Baillie. 

John  Lund,  of  Boot- 
ham  in  the  City  of 
York,  Gent. 

Pollards  Croft  alias  Watering 
Pond  Field.  Tendered  to  vote 
for  ..... 

X  X 

Henry  Caddy,  of  Hills, 
Yeoman. 

One  acre  part  of  a  croft  con¬ 
taining  two  acres  called  Elliotts 
in  East  St.  in  the  occupation  of 
John  Taylor  which  said  one 
acre  is  a  whole  Burgage  Rent 
is.  Tendered  to  vote  for 

X  X 

John  Hardwick,  of 
Hills,  Yeoman. 

A  messuage  in  North  St.  in  the 
occupation  of  Thomas  Nye 
Rent  4d .  Tendered  to  vote  for 

X  X 

James  Pitts,  of  Hills, 
Yeoman. 

Two  closes  containing  4  acres  in 
the  Borough  of  Horsham  in  the 
Scarfox  called  Grandfords  late 
in  the  occupation  of  Charles 
Cooper,  a  portion  rent  8d. 
Tendered  to  vote  for 

X  X 

Thomas  Aldridge,  of 
Hills,  Yeoman. 

All  that  low  room  heretofore  a 
smiths  shop  in  North  St.  for¬ 
merly  parcel  of  the  Chequers 
Inn  at  the  South  end  of  the 
said  Inn,  late  in  the  occupation 
of  Benjamin  Hall  being  a  por¬ 
tion  Rent  2d.  Tendered  to 
vote  for  .... 

X  X 

Samuel  Toovey,  of 
Great  Queen  St., 
Lincolns  Inn  Fields, 
County  of  Middle¬ 
sex,  Coachmaker. 

A  messuage  with  the  buildings 
etc.  formerly  called  the  Starr 
situate  in  the  South  St.  for¬ 
merly  in  the  occupation  of 
G.  Vinall,  Mercer.  Rent  4d. 
Tendered  to  vote  for 

X  X 

Joseph  Dennison  of 
Whitkirk,  in  York¬ 
shire,  Yeoman. 

A  messuage  in  the  Scarfox  North 
part  of  Holbrooks.  Tendered 
to  vote  for  .... 

X  X 

Hastings  Elwin,  of 
Hampstead,  Middle¬ 
sex,  Gent. 

A  messuage  in  the  Scarfox  here¬ 
tofore  used  for  the  House  of 
Correction,  heretofore  parcel 
of  messuage  called  Barnhouse. 
Tendered  to  vote  for 

X  X 

William  Troward,  of 
Norfolk  St.  in  the 
Strand,  Middlesex, 
Gent. 

A  messuage  in  the  Scarfox  near 
unto  the  waste  ground  there 
called  the  Green  bounding  as 
follows  that  is  to  say  towards 
the  old  Goal  on  the  East  and  a 
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Voters’  Names. 

Burgage  Houses  and  Lands. 

Gordon — 
Baillie. 

tenement  called  the  New  Goal 
on  the  West  in  the  occupation 
of  Widow  Moor  late  estate  of 
Edward  Moor.  Rent  6d. 
Tendered  to  vote  for 

X  X 

Edward  Luxford,  of 

A  piece  of  ground  formerly  the 

West  St.,  Horsham, 

West  part  of  a  tenement  called 

Gent. 

Holbrooke,  tendered  to  vote 

for . 

X  X 

Thos.  Charles  Medwm  1 
T  -1  ,  V Sworn  Poll  Clerks. 

J  ames  Robertson  j 


Besides  the  liveliness  displayed  by  the  legal  fraternity  at 
the  Hustings,  other  parts  of  the  day’s  proceedings  it  may  be 
assumed  were  no  less  entertaining.  Of  these  we  have  no 
contemporary  account.  In  the  actual  Election  of  Members 
the  great  bulk  of  the  people  of  Horsham  can  have  taken  no 
part  at  all  whatever,  they  can  only  have  looked  upon  it  in 
much  the  same  way  as  they  would  a  dog  fight  or  a  cricket 
match,  but  from  the  following  entries  of  payments  it  will  be 
concluded  that  the  event,  quite  new  to  that  generation,  must 
have  been  very  interesting  and  enjoyable.  The  accounts 
shown  below  were  charged  to  the  Duke,  but  we  may 
reasonably  presume  that  Lady  Irwin,  with  a  far  greater 
number  of  Burgesses  and  alleged  Burgesses  to  cater  for,  was 
no  less  generous  in  her  expenditure  upon  entertainment. 
There  was  plenty  of  liquor  in  which  the  Burgesses,  with  their 
friends,  might  drown  their  grief  at  the  loss  of  their  indepen¬ 
dence,  or  refresh  their  joy  in  their  political  bondage. 

The  amounts  of  the  accounts  of  John  Wickins  and  William 
Murrell,  given  below,  support  the  tradition  that  on  this 
occasion  “  wine  flowed  like  fourpenny.”  “  The  Duke  revelled 
in  Election  Contests  and  in  the  drinking  bouts  which  accom¬ 
panied  them.”  1 

Paid  John  Wickins  of  the  Anchor  Inn  Horsham  in 
discharge  of  his  bill  delivered  on  account  of  the 
Horsham  Election  19th  June  1790  .  .  .  J12  14  9 

By  do.  William  Murrell  of  the  Crown  Inn  Horsham 
in  discharge  of  his  bill  delivered  on  account  of  the 
same  Election  .  .  .  .  •  .  61  6  o 


1  Yorke,  “  John  Baker’s  Diary.” 


170  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  OF  HORSHAM 


Paid  John  Pilfold  in  discharge  of  his  bill  for  ribbands 
on  the  same  a/c  .  ..... 

Paid  Henry  Griffith  in  discharge  of  his  bill  for 

£5° 

2 

9 

ribbands  on  the  same  a/c 

Paid  H.  Grimwood  for  favors  for  the  flag  at  the 

48 

16 

0 

same  Election  ...... 

1 

0 

0 

By  cash  paid  8  musicians  .  .  .  ... 

8 

8 

0 

By  do.  by  13  runners  ...... 

6 

16 

6 

By  do.  Strewers  ...... 

3 

3 

0 

By  Town  crier’s  fee  as  usual  .... 

2 

2 

0 

At  the  Court  Leet  held  on  the  8th  October  1790,  Mr.  Hurst 
and  Mr.  Waller  were  again  chosen  for  Bailiffs  ;  and  at  the 
Bailiffs’  Feast  held  on  the  same  evening  at  the  “  Anchor,” 
when  the  Duke’s  nominees  were  actually  sitting  in  Parliament, 
we  read  : — 1 

“  A  most  elegant  dinner  was  given  on  the  occasion 
which  was  graced  by  the  presence  of  the  Duke  of  Norfolk 
who  addressed  the  Company  in  a  long  and  animated 
speech  on  their  privileges  as  Burgesses  and  rights  as 
Englishmen.” 

We  regret  we  have  no  report  of  this  speech,  but  we  think  he 
must  have  been  talking  with  his  tongue  in  his  cheek,  for  he 
had  been,  and  was  still,  engaged  in  buying  up  these  privileges 
and  rights,  not  with  the  idea  of  restoring  them  to  Burgesses 
of  the  Borough  of  Horsham  but  with  the  ambition  of  stepping 
into  Lady  Irwin’s  shoes.  Little  credit  was,  therefore,  due  to 
him  for  his  great  stir  of  the  political  drybones  of  Horsham. 

l“  Sussex  Weekly  Advertiser,”  18th  October  1790: 


CHAPTER  VIII. 


The  Duke  wins  the  Election — “  Jarndyce  v.  Jarndyce  ” — Petitions 
against  the  1790  Returns — The  Duke’s  Members  Unseated. 

The  Duke  had  won  the  Election  on  paper.  He  had  obtained 
success  in  the  astute  and  unscrupulous  manner  planned,  but 
he  was  not  allowed  to  get  away  with  it ;  for  though  the 
Election  was  over  for  the  time  being  and  his  Members  were 
in  their  seats,  the  fight  was  vigorously  continued.  He  was 
pursued  with  two  petitions  to  the  House  of  Commons  against 
the  Return,  and  by  an  application  to  the  Court  of  King’s  Bench 
for  a  writ  of  mandamus  to  compel  him  by  his  Steward  to  hold 
a  Court  Baron  forthwith  to  admit  Nicholas  Whitmore,  one  of 
Lady  Irwin’s  rejected  faggot  voters,  as  representative  of  all 
thereat  and  to  place  his  name  on  the  Burgess  roll.  The  Duke 
stood  up  to  the  petitions  and  the  application,  fought  them 
right  through,  and  retorted  in  the  Law  Courts  by  an  action  of 
Trover  against  Mr.  Troward,  Lady  Irwin’s  solicitor,  for  the 
recovery  of  the  Survey  of  161 1  ;  and  by  an  action  of  ejectment 
brought  in  the  name  of  Middleton  Onslow,  Esq.,  one  of  the 
Duke’s  independent  supporters,  against  Charles  Smith  and 
Richard  Thornton,  two  of  Lady  Irwin’s  supporters,  for  the 
recovery  of  a  Burgage  tenement. 

At  the  adjourned  Court  Baron  held  on  the  10th  July, 
Mr.  Medwin  proved  as  obdurate  as  ever  in  the  interests  of  the 
Duke.  One  of  the  six  Homagers  sworn  on  the  19th  June 
failed  to  attend  the  adjourned  Court,  and  Mr.  Medwin,  stating 
that  the  Homage  was  incomplete,  and  therefore  incompetent, 
after  declining  Mr.  Ellis’  suggestion  to  appoint  another 
Homager  or  proceed  to  business  with  the  five  Homagers  in 
attendance,  refused  to  do  any  business  and  dissolved  the 
Court. 

The  sworn  affidavit  of  Mr.  Ellis  in  his  application  for  the 
writ  of  mandamus  in  addition  to  the  claim  for  the  admission 
of  Whitmore  at  the  Court  Baron,  also  claimed  the  right  of 
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Whitmore  and  all  admitted  Burgesses  to  serve  on  the  Homage 
of  the  Court  Baron  for  the  purpose  of  admitting  new  Burgesses 
and  on  the  Jury  of  the  Court  Leet  for  the  purpose  of  nominat¬ 
ing  the  four  candidates  for  Bailiffs.  The  Writ  was  issued 
on  the  29th  November  following,  ordering  the  Lord  by  his 
Steward  to  hold  a  Court  Baron,  to  admit  Whitmore  a  Burgess 
thereat  and  all  Burgesses  present  as  Homagers  or  to  show 
good  cause  to  the  contrary.  The  order  to  admit  Whitmore 
was  complied  with  at  a  Court  Baron  held  the  31st  January  1 79 1 , 
but  to  admit  every  Burgess  on  the  Court  Baron  Homage  and 
the  Leet  Jury  was  seen  by  the  Duke  and  his  party  to  be 
vitally  opposed  to  his  interests,  as,  if  they  admitted  the  whole 
of  Lady  Irwin’s  faggot-voters  on  the  Leet  Jury  she  would 
recover  her  lost  deciding  voice  in  the  choice  of  Bailiffs  whom 
she  would  certainly  use  in  her  favour  as  the  Duke  had  used 
Michell  and  Rawlison  in  his.  It  was  therefore  decided  to 
make  a  return  to  the  writ,  stating  the  compliance  in  regard 
to  the  admission  of  Whitmore  as  a  Burgess,  but  denying  his 
claim  and  the  claims  of  all  Burgesses  to  the  right  to  serve  on 
the  Homage  and  Jury  ;  and  instead,  to  maintain  the  right 
claimed  by  the  Steward  to  reserve  it  to  such  Burgesses  as  he 
thought  proper.  Upon  this  return  no  further  action  appears 
to  have  been  taken  in  this  case. 

The  action  for  the  recovery  of  the  161 1  Survey  was  brought 
against  Mr.  Wallis  who,  curiously,  had  obtained  it  from 
Mr.  Hurst  in  1783.  At  that  time  Mr.  Hurst  clearly  had  no 
idea  of  the  very  important  position  in  the  Duke’s  interests 
he  was  soon  to  occupy  ;  for,  being  possessed  of  a  Burgage 
tenement  called  “  Daniels,”  which  he  desired  to  sell,  he 
applied  to  Mr.  Wallis  to  purchase  it  on  behalf  of  Lady  Irwin. 
This  Burgage,  in  1723,  appears  to  have  belonged  to  one  William 
Briggs,  and  was  purchased  of  his  son-in-law,  Henry  Tapsfield, 
in  1746,  by  “  Richard  Hurst  of  Horsham  aforesaid,  Chapman.” 
Mr.  Wallis,  in  the  negotiations  for  this  sale,  was  informed  by 
Mr.  Hurst  that  he  was  in  possession  of  a  parchment  roll  con¬ 
taining  a  Survey  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham  in  1611  which 
he  had  found  among  the  papers  relating  to  the  Manor  of 
Roffey,1  of  which  he  was  Steward,  and  which  he  intimated 

1  The  Manor  of  Roughey  at  the  time  belonged  to  John  Weston,  Esq., 
who  afterwards  sold  it  to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk. 
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A  plan  showing  the  curtilage  “  Patchinges”  (the  light  shaded  part  marked  C) 
portion  of  a  Burgage  plot:  the  vote  attached  to  which  was  the  subject  of 
a  law  suit  “  Onslow  v.  Smith,”  lasting  eleven  years.  Drawn  by  Mr. 
S.  Mitchell  from  a  survey  by  Mr.  Raine  in  1792. 
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might  be  of  great  utility  to  Lady  Irwin,  as  she  owned  the 
greater  part  of  the  Burgage  property  in  the  Borough.  Mr. 
Wallis  purchased  the  property  and  the  survey  at  a  price 
mutually  satisfactory,  and  together  they  were  conveyed 
to  Lady  Irwin.  Mr.  Hurst,  in  the  absence  of  any  further 
business  with  Lady  Irwin,  afterwards  joined  the  Duke,  and 
opposed  her  interests.  The  Duke,  of  course,  soon  heard  of 
Mr.  Wallis’  possession  of  the  Survey,  the  importance  of  which 
was  quite  obvious,  and  Mr.  Medwin  was  directed  by  the  Duke 
to  demand  it  in  his  name  forthwith.  This  Mr.  Medwin  did 
personally  in  London.  Mr.  Wallis  did  not  deny  possession  of 
the  document,  but,  as  may  be  imagined,  he  was  not  disposed 
to  deliver  up  so  important  and  useful  an  instrument,  especi¬ 
ally  having  regard  to  the  impending  Election  petitions,  so  he 
replied  he  did  not  know  that  he  had  anything  belonging  to  the 
Duke  of  Norfolk,  and  he  should  give  no  other  answer  ;  but 
in  the  subsequent  proceedings  before  Lord  Loughborough, 
Mr.  Wallis’  counsel  could  place  but  little  confidence  in  his 
client’s  case,  for  he  stated  that  Mr.  Wallis  was 

“  unwilling  to  keep  from  the  noble  Duke  an  instrument 
which  related  to  his  estate  provided  the  judge  thought  it 
ought  to  be  given  up  to  him.” 

The  Survey  was  handed  to  his  Lordship,  who  was  of  opinion 
that  it  ought  to  be  delivered  to  the  Duke,  and  it  was  so 
ordered. 

The  next  case,  more  interesting  than  any  of  the  pre¬ 
ceding  cases,  was  that  of  Onslow  v.  Smith  and  Thornton,  an 
action  brought  by  Middleton  Onslow,  Esq.,  to  recover  “  one 
curtelage  one  piece  of  Burgage  land  containing  in  length 
59  ft.  and  in  breadth  27  ft.  with  the  appurtenances  called 
‘  Patchinges  ’  in  the  Borough  of  Horsham.”  The  proceedings 
commenced  in  May  1791,  and  as  they  present  a  very  curious 
piece  of  local  history  concerning  a  small  piece  of  land  which 
was  quite  insignificant  of  itself,  without  any  building,  indeed, 
hardly  large  enough  to  build  a  cottage  upon  and  with  no 
frontage,  but  brought  into  prominence  and  importance 
through  having  the  vote  attached  to  it,  we  think  the  details 
are  worth  giving.  The  Burgage  holding  of  which  this  curti¬ 
lage  formed  a  part  is  traced  back  to  1444,  when  it  was  con- 
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veyed  from  John  Woodeye,  John  Wykinge,  Thomas  Lynde, 
and  Simon  Soger  to  Richard  Smallwele  and  Matilla  his  wife 
for  their  lives’  remainder  to  Richard  Snellynge  in  tail  general 
from  whom  it  took  its  name  by  which  it  appears  in  the  Survey 
of  1 6 1 1 .  In  1586  it  was  conveyed  from  Henry  Snellynge  to 
Richard  Heybourne,  from  whom,  in  1603,  it  was  conveyed  to 
Henry  Stone.  In  the  Survey  of  1611  Henry  Stone  is  still  in 
possession  of  the  holding  “  late  Snellynges,  being  half  a 
Burgage  Rent  6d.”  But  it  also  appears  in  the  Survey  that 
Stone  has  conveyed  to  Henry  Patchinge 

“  one  curtelage  enclosed  with  poles,  late  Pennycodes, 
lying  towards  the  aforesaid  Burgage  of  William  Green¬ 
field  on  the  East  part  and  to  the  tenement  of  the  afore¬ 
said  Henry  Stone  on  the  South,  West,  and  North  parts, 
the  same  curtelage  being  a  portion  of  a  Burgage  by  the 
rent  by  the  year  at  the  same  feast,  2d.” 

After  going  through  the  hands  of  several  owners  “  Snellynges  ” 
reappears  in  the  1650  Survey,  as  owned  by  one  Peter  Waterton, 

“  And  that  Peter  Waterton  likewise  holds  one  Messuage, 
one  garden,  and  backside  late  Snellynges  being  half  a 
Burgage  by  the  rent  by  the  year  to  be  paid  as  afore¬ 
said  6d.” 

In  1674  Peter  Waterton  conveyed  the  property  to  John 
Waterton  excepting  thereout  the  curtilage  59  feet  by  27  feet, 

“as  it  hath  been  measured  and  marked  out  by  metes 
and  bounds.” 

In  the  1686  Survey  it  appears 

“  John  Waterton  holds  a  Messuage  called  Snellynges  in 
Horsham,  late  Peter  Waterton’s,  being  half  a  Burgage, 
and  payeth  therefore  yearly  6d.” 

In  1699,  as  the  result  of  a  suit  in  Chancery  brought  by 
Richard  Onslow,  Esq.,  of  Warnham,  against  John  Waterton, 
the  freehold  of  this  curtilage  was  owned  by  Onslow,  who, 
however,  gave  Waterton  a  lease  of  the  premises  for  10,000 
years  at’  is.  6d.  per  year  rent.  These  two  Burgage  holdings 
arc  both  in  the  possession  of  John  Waterton,  Snellynges, 
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as  his  own  freehold  and  “  Patchinges,”  the  curtilage,  under  a 
long  lease  from  Richard  Onslow.  John  Waterton  died  in 
1705,  leaving  two  sons,  William  and  Thomas.  By  his  will  he 
left  the  freehold  of  “  Snellynges  ”  to  Thomas,  and  a  lease  for 
10,000  years  of  a  portion  of  this  property  and  the  lease  of 
“  Patchinges  ”  to  William.  Thomas  Waterton  entered  the 
service  of  Lord  Irwin  and  went  away  to  Temple  Newsam, 
where  he  died  a  bachelor  in  1735,  bequeathing  to  each  of  his 
five  nieces,  daughters  of  his  brother  William,  the  sum  of  £ 80 . 
To  an  infant  nephew  Thomas  Waterton,  son  of  his  brother 
William,  he  left  nothing,  presumably  because  at  the  time  of 
making  his  will  he  did  not  know  of  his  existence.  These 
legatees  were  all  minors,  and  their  father,  William  Waterton, 
was  in  poor  circumstances.  No  Horsham  attorney  would 
undertake  the  tedious  and  expensive  journey  up  into  York¬ 
shire  to  recover  these  legacies,  but  at  length  a  Guildford 
lawyer  named  Christmas  undertook  to  do  the  business  for 
£150.  He  went  to  Temple  Newsam,  and  by  some  seemingly 
doubtful  means  possessed  himself  of  the  title-deeds  to  “  Snel¬ 
lynges  ”  left  by  Thomas  Waterton,  the  freehold  of  which 
about  1740,  he  conveyed  to  Lord  Irwin,  who,  reserving  to 
himself  the  vote,  immediately  granted  the  premises  back  to 
Christmas  on  lease  for  999  years  at  a  peppercorn  rent.  In 
1749  Christmas  assigned  the  premises  to  Richard  Limbery. 
In  1753  Limbery  assigned  them  to  Charles  Cooper.1  In  1763 
Cooper  mortgaged  them  to  James  Ward.  In  1781  the  Exe¬ 
cutors  of  Ward,  after  foreclosing,  assigned  them  to  Richard 
Thornton  for  the  residue  of  the  999  years.  About  the  same 
time  Thornton  also  obtained  possession  of  the  remainder  of 
the  lease  for  10,000  years  of  the  part  of  the  same  property 
bequeathed  in  1705  by  John  Waterton  to  William  Waterton, 
so  that  he  was  now  in  complete  possession  of  the  long  lease¬ 
hold  of  “  Patchinges,”  and  the  shorter  term  lease  of  “  Snel¬ 
lynges  ”  granted  by  Christmas,  whilst  Thomas  Waterton, 
grandson  of  John  Waterton  and  heir  of  William  Waterton, 

'A  memorandum  dated  22nd  April  1 79 1 ,  states  that  “Charles  Cooper 
purchased  ‘  The  Fountain  (being  the  east  part  of  “  Snellynges  ”)  for  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  a  term  of  years  of  one  Christmas  of  Guildford  (who  had  no  title)  for 
a  trifling  sum  of  money  upon  condition  that  Christmas  should  not  be  in  future 
called  upon  respecting  the  title  ;  he  saying  that  young  Waterton  would  be 
entitled  when  he  came  of  age. 
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who  died  intestate,  having  been  bounced  by  Cooper  and 
Thornton  out  of  and  off  the  curtilage  “  Patchinges,”  had  now 
nothing  in  his  possession  but  the  original  lease  granted  by 
Richard  Onslow  to  his  grandfather  in  1699  and  the  well- 
founded  tradition,  shared  by  the  Townspeople  generally,  that 
the  curtilage  belonged  to  him  and  that  he  should  have 
inherited  it  when  he  came  of  age,  together  with  the  long  lease 
on  part  of  “  Snellynges  ”  inherited  by  his  father.  This  poor 
man  and  his  old  mother  for  over  twenty  years  had  been  made 
by  threats,  even  of  personal  violence  by  Denzil  Onslow,  son 
of  Richard  Onslow,  to  pay  the  annual  rent  of  is.  6d.,  and 
being  in  too  low  circumstances  to  go  to  law  against  Thornton, 
exercised  no  right  or  use  of  the  property  whatever  for  the 
whole  of  that  period  and  before. 

At  the  time  Mr.  Shelley  came  out  as  a  Candidate,  Middleton 
Onslow,  son  of  Denzil  Onslow  and  grandson  of  Richard  Onslow, 
was  living  at  Drungewich  Manor,  about  10  miles  out  of  Hor¬ 
sham,  and  being  much  in  sympathy  with  Mr.  Shelley  bethought 
himself  of  his  position  as  ground  Landlord  to  Thomas  Waterton, 
and,  doubtless  well  prompted  by  Mr.  Medwin,  looked  into  his 
rights  as  a  Burgess  in  regard  to  “  Patchinges”  in  order  to 
vote  for  Mr.  Shelley.  Unable  to  find  a  single  document  to 
establish  his  title  to  the  property,  and  knowing  only  of  the 
lease  held  by  Waterton  from  his  grandfather,  Onslow  in 
1787  sent  to  Waterton  for  the  lease  and 

“  having  obtained  it  thought  it  more  prudent  to  keep 
it  in  his  possession,  it  being  the  only  evidence  of  his  title 
now  to  be  found.” 

Not  one  of  the  three  Onslows  had  ever  been  admitted  at  a 
Court  Baron  nor  had  paid  any  rent  to  the  Lord  Paramount, 
but  Mr.  Medwin  was  not  one  to  allow  such  merely  negative 
circumstances  as  these  to  weigh  unduly  against  the  interests 
of  so  generous  an  employer  as  the  Duke,  and  so  a  special 
Court  Baron  was  held  on  the  nth  September  1788  for  the 
admission  of  Middleton  Onslow  ;  and  the  Obliging  Homage 

“  present  that  Richard  Onslow  of  Warnham  in  the 
County  of  Sussex  in  1699  held  freely  to  him  and  his 
heirs  of  the  Lord  of  the  said  Borough  and  Manor,  by 

12 
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fealty  suit  of  Court  and  Relief  and  the  yearly  rent  66.,1 
all  that  piece  or  parcel  of  land  containing  by  estimation 
in  length  50  and  9  ft.  and  in  breadth  20  and  7  ft.  with 
the  appurtenances,  which  said  piece  or  parcel  of  land  is 
accounted  one  half  Burgage.2  Being  Burgage  tenure  of 
the  Borough  of  Horsham.  And  the  Homage  further 
present  that  on  the  death  of  the  said  Richard  Onslow  the 
said  piece  or  parcel  of  Burgage  land  descended  and 
came  to  his  only  son  Denzil  Onslow  Esq.,  and  that  upon 
the  decease  of  the  said  Denzil  the  same  descended  and 
came  to  his  only  son  Middleton  Onslow  Esq.,  and  the  said 
Middleton  Onslow  Esq.,  now  at  this  Court  acknow¬ 
ledged  to  hold  the  said  Burgage  tenement  freely  of  the 
Lord  of  this  Borough  and  Manor  by  the  rents  and 
services  aforesaid,  is  therefore  admitted  a  Burgess  of  the 
said  Borough;  paid  for  a  relief  is.  and  did  to  the  Lord 
fealty.” 

In  1788  Waterton,  upon  hearing  of  the  intended  contested 
Election  and  under  the  impression,  encouraged  perhaps  by 
his  fellow  townsmen,  that  his  nominal  ownership  of  the  lease 
of  “  Patchinges  ”  and  part  of  Snellynges  entitled  him  to  the 
vote,  began  like  Onslow  to  look  into  his  rights.  It  is  quite 
certain  that  as  mere  lessee  he  had  no  claim  to  a  vote.  A  lessee 
of  Burgage  property,  no  matter  for  how  long  a  period  the  lease 
was  granted,  could  never  obtain  either  the  Corporate  or  the 
Parliamentary  franchise.  Nevertheless,  from  the  plaintive 
and  humble  letter  given  below  we  see  him  not  only  supposing 
he  has  the  vote,  but  also  as  a  tenant  in  that  very  convenient 
frame  of  mind  for  using  it  according  to  his  landlord’s  wishes, 
a  state  which,  notwithstanding  the  rise  of  democracy  and 
independence  and  the  passing  of  many  Acts  of  Parliament, 
is  still  thought  by  some  so  desirable  and  proper  to  impose 
upon  tenants  even  to-day. 

“  Sir, 

I  make  bold  to  write  to  you  to  inform  you  that 
if  you  would  send  me  that  lease  again  and  the  receipt 
along  with  it,  I  will  pay  it  to  Mr.  Stanford  or  to  who  you 

1  This  is  a  mistake.  The  amount  should  be  2d. 

2  This  is  also  a  mistake.  Instead  of  “  half,”  it  should  read  “  portion.” 
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like  and  should  be  glad  to  know  who  your  interest  is 
for,  either  for  My  Lady  or  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  and 
Mr.  Timothy  Shelley,  and  1  thought  it  was  but  three 
years,  but  I  can’t  find  that  receipt,  but  can  find  the 
receipt  for  ’83  ;  therefore  is  I  believe,  four  years  (rent) 
due  last  Michaelmas.  And  in  so  doing  you  will  very 
much  oblige,  Sir, 

“  Your  humble  obedient  Servant 
“Thomas  Waterton. 

“  August  8th  1788.” 

Onslow  voted  for  “  Patchinges,”  as  has  been  seen,  but  he 
never  returned  the  lease.  Waterton  was  prevailed  upon  to 
execute  a  surrender  of  it  and  all  his  rights  in  it  in  April  1791 
for  the  sum  of  three  guineas,  to  Onslow,  who  through  this 
surrender  was  enabled  to  take  steps  in  his  own  interest  against 
Thornton  to  eject  him  from  the  premises. 

Lady  Irwin  as  inheritress  of  the  Freehold  of  Snellynges 
granted  the  premises  just  previous  to  the  Election  to  Charles 
Smith  for  the  purpose  of  voting,  and  as  both  the  votes  for 
“  Snellynges  ”  and  “  Patchinges  ”  were  involved  in  the  case, 
he,  as  nominal  owner  of  “  Snellynges,”  was  made  co-defendant 
with  Thornton  to  these  proceedings. 

The  case  was  first  tried  at  the  Sussex  Spring  Assizes,  held 
at  East  Grinstead  in  March  1793,  when  a  verdict  was  given 
for  Onslow.  Its  intrinsic  merits  could  have  carried  it  no 
farther,  if  indeed  they  would  have  done  so  far,  but  the 
mighty  political  struggle  between  My  Lady  and  the  Duke 
would  not  allow  the  determination  of  the  possession  of  a  vote 
to  be  settled  so  easily  ;  nor  could  the  professional  pride  of 
Lady  Irwin’s  expert  legal  advisers  allow  them  to  accept  so 
early  a  finish  when  by  the  expenditure  of,  perhaps, 'but  a  few 
hundred  pounds  in  taking  the  case  to  a  higher  Court  there 
was  the  possibility  of  reversing  the  decision.  They  therefore 
obtained  a  rule  for  a  new  trial,  and  the  case  was  fought  over 
again,  until,  in  1795,  the  verdict  of  the  Jury  at  East  Grinstead 
was  reversed  ;  but  the  case  was  not  ended  even  then.  In 
1796  Mr.  Medwin,  who  acted  as  Mr.  Onslow’s  solicitor,  found 
some  old  deeds  which  showed  that  Sir  Henry  Onslow,  father 
of  Richard  Onslow,  purchased  “  Patchinges  ”  in  1660.  This 
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important  discovery  plunged  the  litigants  once  more  into  the 
whirlpool  of  the  Law  Courts.  Mr.  Onslow,  upon  Mr.  Medwin’s 
advice,  at  once  took  fresh  steps  for  the  recovery  of  this 
(portion  of  a)  Burgage  “  from  the  release  of  Lady  Irwin.” 
Steps  involving  searches  in  the  Bishop’s  register  at  Chichester, 
searches  at  the  Record  Office,  summonses,  attendances,  fees 
to  solicitors,  briefs,  instructions  with  larger  fees  and  refreshers 
to  Counsel,  addresses  to  Judges  and  Juries,  in  fact  all  sorts 
of  legal  acrobatics  such  as  only  lawyers  and  their  clerks  can 
perform,  and  no  one  else  is  supposed  to  understand,  these 
expensive  and  unsatisfactory  entertainments  lightened  the 
pockets  without  enlightening  the  minds  of  the  contending 
parties,  and  carried  the  case  from  term  to  term,  year  by  year, 
battledore  and  shuttlecock,  Jarndyce  v.  Jarndyce,  until  long 
after  the  Election  petition  of  1790  from  which  it  sprang  had 
been  settled,  and  there  had  been  other  Elections  at  Horsham  ; 
and  until  Onslow  and  Waterton  had  both  gone  to  their  last 
homes.  In  1799  one  of  the  K.C.s,  in  giving  his  further 
opinion  on  the  case,  writes  : — 

“  The  proceedings  have  been  so  much  protracted  on 
the  part  of  the  Tenant  and  those  who  defend  him  that  I 
am  afraid  the  demandant  finds  but  too  well  verified  what 
was  hinted  in  my  first  opinion,  viz.  that  the  object  is  not 
worth  the  pursuit.” 

For  over  ten  years  the  litigants  chased  each  other  from  Court 
to  Court  at  a  cost  certainly  of  over  £500,  and  at  the  end  of  the 
run  in  1802  of  eleven  years’  litigation,  the  case  stood  exactly 
where  it  was  at  the  start,  as  if  nothing  had  been  done.  Onslow’s 
vote,  given  in  respect  of  “  Patchinges  ”  to  Shelley  and  Braddyll, 
as  has  been  seen,  was  afterwards  adjudged  a  bad  vote  ;  and 
Smith’s  vote,  tendered  in  respect  of  “  Snellynges  ”  for  Gordon 
and  Baillie  and  refused  by  the  Bailiffs,  was  afterwards  adjudged 
a  good  vote  ;  whilst  the  property,  not  at  that  time  as  such 
worth  a  capital  sum  of  £10,  remained,  and  remains,  in  posses¬ 
sion  of  Thornton  and  his  heirs,  successors,  or  assigns  right 
through  for  the  remainder  of  the  term  of  10,000  years. 


By  the  passing  of  the  Grenville  Act  of  1770  the  method 
of  trying  controverted  Election  cases  was  greatly  modified 
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and  improved.  The  judicature  of  Committees  of  the  whole 
House  of  Commons  was  removed  to  small  Committees  of  the 
House  selected  in  the  following  manner.  From  49  Members, 
balloted  for  by  the  whole  House,  the  parties  to  the  petition 
alternately  struck  off  one  Member  each  until  the  number  was 
reduced  to  13.  To  this  number  each  party  nominated  1 
Member,  making  the  total  on  the  Committee  15  Members. 
These  were  sworn  to  impartiality. 

The  select  Committee  appointed  to  try  the  Horsham 
petitions  did  not  sit  until  the  16th  February  1792,  one  year 
and  eight  months  after  the  Election  had  taken  place  ;  a 
delay  caused  by  the  large  number  of  petitions  from  other 
Constituencies  presented  to  the  House. 

The  “  Journals  of  the  House  of  Commons  ”  give  a  quaint 
description  of  the  ceremony  of  selecting  the  Committee  : — 

“  The  hour  appointed  for  taking  into  consideration  the 
petition  of  the  Honourable  William  Gordon  commonly 
called  Lord  William  Gordon  and  James  Baillie  Esq.,  and 
also  the  petition  of  the  persons  whose  names  are  there¬ 
unto  subscribed  being  lawful  electors  of  Members  to 
serve  in  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham  in  the 
County  of  Sussex  complaining  of  an  undue  election  and 
Return  for  the  said  Borough  being  come. 

“  The  House  proceeded  to  the  appointment  of  a  select 
Committee  to  try  and  determine  the  merits  of  the  said 
Petitions. 

“  The  Serjeant-at-Arms  was  directed  by  Mr.  Speaker 
to  go  with  the  Mace  to  the  places  adjacent  and  require 
the  attendance  of  the  Members  on  the  business  of  the 
House. 

“  And  he  went  accordingly. 

“  And,  being  returned, 

“  The  House  was  counted  by  Mr.  Speaker,  and  one 
hundred  and  twenty-nine  members  being  present 

“  The  Counsel  and  agents  were  called  to  the  Bar. 

“  And,  the  Door  of  the  House  being  locked, 

“  The  Order  of  the  Day  for  taking  the  said  petitions 
into  consideration  was  read 

“  And  the  names  of  the  Members  were  taken  out  of 
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the  box  (before  prepared)  and  put  into  six  glasses  and 
drawn  and  read  in  the  usual  manner. 

“  And  the  names  of  49  members  then  present  were 
drawn  and  who  were  not  objected  to. 

“  Note.  That  in  the  course  of  drawing  the  said  names 
the  names  of  nine  other  members  then  present  were 
drawn  and  set  aside,  four  on  account  of  their  being  sixty 
years  of  age  or  upwards  and  five  against  whose  elections 
petitions  were  depending. 

“  And  the  whole  number  of  49  names  being  complete, 
the  Counsel  for  the  petitioners  nominated  Charles  Bragge 
Esq.,  and  the  Counsel  for  the  sitting  members  nominated 
the  Honorable  Charles  Maitland  Esq.,  to  serve  on  the 
Committee. 

“  And  lists  of  the  forty-nine  names  being  delivered  to 
the  Counsel,  the  door  of  the  House  was  opened  and  the 
Counsel  and  agents  withdrew.” 

The  Horsham  Committee  consisted  of  the  following 
Members  : — 

The  Right  Hon.  Thomas  Pelham,  Chairman. 

James  Buller  Esq. 

Thomas  Kempe  Esq. 

The  Hon.  Edward  Finch. 

The  Marquis  of  Titchfield. 

Clement  Tudway  Esq. 

John  Anstruther  Esq. 

George  Sutton  Esq. 

The  Hon.  Edward  James  Elliott. 

Lord  Viscount  Downe. 

Patrick  Millar  Esq. 

Sir  John  Woodhouse. 

John  Galley  Knight  Esq. 

Charles  Bragge  Esq. 

The  Hon.  T.  Maitland. 

Petitioners  : — 

Candidates, 

Lord  William  Gordon. 

James  Baillie  Esq. 


I 
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Petitioners  on  behalf  of  Lord  William  Gordon  and  Mr. 
Baillie  : — 

William  Rickword. 

Charles  Smith. 

William  Penn. 

Phillip  Chasemore. 

John  Plumer. 

John  Muzzle. 

William  Palmer. 

Thomas  Honeywood. 

Edward  Coates. 

Peter  Potter. 

John  Ireland. 

Phillip  Humphreys. 

Counsel  for  Petitioners,  Gordon  and  Baillie  : — 

Mr.  Partridge. 

Mr.  Douglas. 

Counsel  for  Petitioners,  Electors  : — 

Mr.  Fonblanque. 

Counsel  for  Sitting  Members,  Shelley  and  Braddyll : — 

Mr.  Serjeant  Bond. 

Mr.  Graham,  and 

(in  the  absence  of  Serjeant  Bond) 

Mr.  Milles. 

Counsel  for  the  Returning  Officers  : — 

Mr.  Chambre. 

¥ 

The  petitions  “  To  the  Honourable  the  Commons  of  Great 
Britain  assembled,  ”  both  alike  in  substance,  stated  : — 

“  That  at  the  last  Election  of  Members  to  serve  in 
Parliament  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham  in  the  County 
of  Sussex,  which  was  held  at  the  said  Borough  on  Saturday 
the  19th  day  of  June  1790,  the  petitioners  and  Timothy 
Shelley  and  Wilson  Braddyll  Esquires  were  candidates. 
That  at  the  said  Election  Drew  Michell  and  John  Rawlison 


Thomas  Plumer. 
Charles  Champion. 
Nicholas  Whitmore. 
William  Joanes 
Edward  Dubbins. 
William  Boorman. 
John  Cragg. 

Henry  Caddy. 
William  Troward. 
James  Thornton. 
James  Pitts. 
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the  Bailiffs  and  Returning  Officers  of  the  Borough  who 
had  been  nominated  or  appointed  to  the  said  office  of 
Bailiffs  by  Thomas  Charles  Medwin  as  Steward  of  his 
Grace  Charles,  Duke  of  Norfolk,  Lord  of  the  Manor  and 
Borough  of  Horsham  aforesaid,  acted  with  gross  in¬ 
justice  and  partiality  in  favour  of  the  said  Timothy 
Shelley  and  Wilson  Braddyll.  That  the  said  Bailiffs, 
on  a  poll  being  demanded,  appointed  the  said  Thomas 
Charles  Medwin  and  James  Robertson  his  clerk  to  be 
their  poll  clerks  for  taking  the  poll  at  the  said  Election 
although  Medwin  was  the  known  agent  and  the  partisan 
of  Messrs.  Shelley  and  Braddyll.  That  at  the  said 
Election  a  great  majority  of  the  lawful  Electors  of  the 
Borough  offered  their  votes  in  favour  of  the  petitioners 
Lord  William  Gordon  and  Mr.  Baillie,  but  that  the 
Bailiffs  and  Returning  Officers,  in  direct  violation  of  the 
right  of  Election  in  the  Borough  as  established  by  the 
last  determination  of  the  Honourable  the  House  of 
Commons,  rejected  the  votes  of  such  majority  and  re¬ 
ceived  the  votes  of  divers  persons  in  favour  of  the  said 
Timothy  Shelley  and  Wilson  Braddyll  who  had  no  right 
to  vote  at  the  said  Election.  That  having  thereby 
procured  a  colourable  majority  in  their  favour  they  had 
returned  Mr.  Shelley  and  Mr.  Braddyll,  whereas  the  peti¬ 
tioners  were  duly  elected  and  ought  to  have  been  re¬ 
turned.  Lastly  that  he,  the  said  Thomas  Charles  Medwin, 
was  guilty  of  great  partiality  and  misconduct  in  taking 
the  poll  as  poll  clerk  at  the  said  Election.” 

The  first  point  to  engage  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
was  the  right  of  Election  at  Horsham.  Mr.  Partridge,  for 
the  petitioners,  in  his  opening  address  contended  for  the 
House  of  Commons  determination  of  1715  as  it  stood  in  the 
Journals  and  against  the  necessity  of  admission  at  the  Lords 
Court.  Mr.  Serjeant  Bond  now  contended  for  the  right  to 
insert  in  the  1715  determination  the  added  words  in  brackets, 
making  it  read,  “  That  the  right  of  Election  for  Members 
to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham  in  the 
County  of  Sussex  is  in  all  such  persons  as  have  (the  complete 
investiture  by  admission  at  the  Lords  Court  of)  an  estate  of 
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inheritance  or  for  life  in  Burgage  Houses  or  Burgage  lands 
lying  within  the  said  Borough  ;  ”  after  which  the  Committee 
resolved  “  That  in  this  state  of  the  case  they  required  that 
the  Counsel  for  the  sitting  Members  should  state  whether 
they  can  raise  such  a  doubt  respecting  the  determination  of 
the  House  upon  the  right  of  Election  being  a  last  determina¬ 
tion  within  the  meaning  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  as  will 
enable  the  Committee  to  call  upon  the  parties  to  deliver  in 
statements  of  the  rights  of  Election  for  which  they  respec¬ 
tively  contend.”  Mr.  Serjeant  Bond  at  once  said  that  the 
resolution  left  him  at  liberty  to  contend  that  no  person 
could  have  a  right  to  vote  as  a  Corporator  of  the  Borough 
of  Horsham  except  he  had  as  complete  an  investiture  of  that 
right  as  would  be  necessary  to  defend  his  franchise  if  it  were 
impeached  by  a  process  in  quo  warranto.  Mr.  Graham  on 
the  same  side  contended  that  the  words  “  all  such  persons  as 
have  an  estate,  etc.”  could  not  be  taken  literally,  as,  if  it 
were,  the  right  would  be  extended  to  women,  minors,  infidels, 
aliens,  and  persons  guilty  of  bribery.  Mr.  Douglas  supported 
Mr.  Partridge  ;  after  which,  on  February  the  1 8th,  the  Com¬ 
mittee  further  resolved  “  That  the  Counsel  for  the  sitting 
Members  be  not  permitted  to  show  by  evidence  that  it  is 
necessary  that  persons  having  an  estate  of  inheritance,  or 
for  life,  in  Burgage  Houses  or  Burgage  Lands  lying  within  the 
Borough  of  Horsham  should  be  presented  to  or  admitted  at 
the  Lords  Court  in  order  to  be  qualified  to  give  their  votes  at 
the  Election  of  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the  said 
Borough.”  Subsequently  Mr.  Partridge,  noticing  the  line 
taken  in  cross-examining  petitioners’  witnesses,  requested 
to  know  from  the  Counsel  for  the  sitting  Members  whether 
they  meant  to  contend  that  the  Borough  of  Horsham  was 
not  a  pure  Burgage  tenure  Borough.  Mr.  Graham  in  answer 
said  they  did  so  contend,  and  they  argued  that  the  Committee 
having  decided  against  the  necessity  of  admission  at  the  Lords 
Court,  the  House  of  Commons  resolution  of  1715  must  mean 
that  the  11  right  of  Election  at  Horsham  is  in  all  persons 
having  within  the  said  Borough  a  freehold  or  Burgage  tenure 
paying  a  Burgage  rent  ;  ”  but  on  the  20th  the  Committee 
resolved  “  That  it  is  not  competent  for  Counsel  for  the  sitting 
Members  to  offer  evidence  to  show  that  the  right  of  voting 
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at  Horsham  is  in  freehold  property  which  appears  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  to  be  contrary  to  the  last  resolution  of  the  House  of 
Commons  which  declares  it  to  be  in  Burgage  houses  and 
Burgage  lands.”  On  the  2ist  the  Committee  further  resolved 
“  That  the  Counsel  for  the  sitting  Members  be  not  permitted 
to  offer  evidence  of  any  local  usage  in  the  Borough  of  Horsham 
of  splitting  and  dividing  ancient  Burgages  ;  ”  and  on  February 
23rd  “  That  the  Committee  do  not  think  it  proper  in  the 
present  stage  of  the  case  to  call  upon  Counsel  to  argue  the 
question  of  occasionally.” 

These  resolutions  settled  for  this  Committee  the  vexed 
question  of  the  Right  of  Election  at  Horsham  ;  they  made 
the  42  votes  tendered  for  Gordon  and  Baillie  and  rejected  by 
the  Bailiffs  prima  facie  valid,  and  increased  the  number  of 
recognised  votes  from  44  to  86  ;  but  for  22  of  these  42  newly- 
recognised  votes  no  supporting  evidence  was  offered,  and  they 
were  abandoned  before  the  proceedings  before  the  Committee 
began,  leaving  64  to  be  dealt  with. 

It  would  be  so  long  and  tedious  a  task  and  take  so  much 
space  to  give  a  full  account  of  the  official  enquiry  into  the 
validity  of  these  64  votes  that,  though  most  of  them  present 
interesting  features,  especially  to  those  possessed  of  punc¬ 
tilious  and  penetrating  minds,  we  doubt  but  very  few,  if 
indeed  any,  readers  would  be  sufficiently  patient  to  go  through 
the  mass  of  conflicting  evidence  and  the  talented  legal  hair¬ 
splitting  that  was  adduced  and  indulged  in  in  order  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  My  Lady  or  the  Duke  should  enjoy  the  right 
arbitrarily  to  impose  their  nominees  upon  the  Borough  as  its 
representatives  in  Parliament  and  take  the  profits  of  selling 
the  Horsham  seats. 

The  right  of  Election  having  been  settled,  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  every  vote  now  turned  upon  the  questions  whether  the 
lands  in  respect  of  which  votes  were  given  or  tendered  were 
Burgage  lands,  and,  if  they  were,  whether  those  who  gave  or 
tendered  their  votes  were  in  legal  possession  of  the  freeholds 
at  the  time.  In  the  investigation  of  many  of  the  votes  there 
reappeared  the  same  evidences  and  details  as  were  discussed 
in  the  petition  in  1715.  From  none  of  them  arose  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  bribery,  but  in  nearly  all  appeared  the  taint  of  corrup¬ 
tion.  Two  only  of  the  64  votes  were  unimpeached.  We  give 
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an  account  of  the  examination  of  the  first  and  second  votes,  as 
reported  in  Frazer’s  “  Election  Cases,”  Vol.  II.,  1792  : — 

“  I.  Nicholas  Whitmore  tendered  to  vote  for  a  Burgage, 
said  to  be  ‘  Parkhursts  ’  and  since  ‘  Daniels.’ 1  The  entry  on 
the  1611  Survey  to  which  it  was  referred  was  the  6th  in  South 
St.,  ‘  And  that  the  aforesaid  Edward  Parkhurst  and  Eliza¬ 
beth  his  wife  in  right  of  her  the  said  Elizabeth  hold  to  them 
and  the  heirs  of  the  said  Elizabeth  of  the  Lord  aforesaid 
in  free  Burgage  one  messuage  with  a  backside  and  garden 
adjoining,  being  half  a  Burgage  by  the  rent  by  the  year  pay¬ 
able  as  above  6d.’  The  earliest  deeds  produced  were  a  lease 
and  release  of  the  29th  March  1669  by  which  William  Shorte 
grants  in  fee  to  William  Daniell  ‘  All  those  two  messuages,  or 
tenements,  mill,  house,  stable,  buildings,  garden  backside, 
lands,  and  hereditaments  with  the  appurtenances  thereto 
belonging  situate  in  the  South  St.,  etc.  then  in  the  tenure  of 
the  said  William  Short  and  bounded  as  follows  : — Viz.  To  the 
Markett  Place  of  the  Borough  on  the  West ;  to  the  Messuage 
and  lands  of  William  Coe  Gent  on  the  South  and  East  and  to 
the  Messuage  and  backside  late  in  the  tenure  of  Frances  Terry 
widow  on  the  North.  To  be  holden  of  the  chief  Lord  of  the 
fee  thereof  by  the  rents  and  services  first  due  and  of  right 
accustomed.’ 

“By  a  long  deduction  of  title  these  premises  were  traced 
to  Richard  Hurst.  In  1783  they  were  granted  to  Frances, 
Viscountess  Irwin.  This  also  appeared  from  the  minutes  of  the 
special  Court  Baron  held  on  the  3Ist  January  1 79 1  >  when  the 
homage  present  that  these  premises  with  very  nearly  the 
description  as  in  the  deeds  of  1669  1  which  are  now  in  the 
occupation  of  Henry  Flood  his  undertenants  etc.’  were 
aliened  by  Lady  Irwin  to  the  voter  for  their  joint  lives  ;  and 
accordingly  Whitmore  was  admitted  to  the  same,  paid  relief 
and  did  fealty.  His  vote  was  decided  to  be  good. 

“  2.  John  Lund  tendered  to  vote  for  Pollards  Croft,  other¬ 
wise  Watering  pond  field,  conveyed  to  him  by  Lady  Irwin 
in  consideration  of  £ 20  and  5s-  under  the  description  of  All 
that  croft  or  close  of  land  lying  and  being  in  the  Borough  of 
Horsham  in  the  Street  there  called  Scarfolkes  commonly 


1  The  Burgage  sold  by  Mr.  Hurst  to  Lady  Irwin,  see  ante. 
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called  or  known  by  the  name  of  Pollards  Croft,  alias  the 
Watering  pond  field,  or  by  whatsoever  other  name  etc.  now 
or  late  in  the  occupation  of  —  Smith,  Esq.,  being  Burgage 
lands  holden  of  the  Lord  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham,  afore¬ 
said  at  the  yearly  rent  of  i/-. 

“Referred  to  the  16th  article  on  the  Survey  of  1611  in 
Scarfolkes,  ‘And  that  the  said  Thomas  Rowland  likewise  holds 
one  croft  of  land  containing  by  estimation  three  acres  with  the 
appurtenances  called  Pollards  croft,  being  one  entire  Burgage 
by  the  rent  by  the  year  twelve  pence.’  ” 

The  petitioners  traced  the  Burgage  with  the  same  descrip¬ 
tion  to  John  Rowland  son  of  Thomas,  who  signed  a  Return 
in  1661,  and  to  Arthur,  son  of  John,  who  signed  in  1689,  1695, 
and  1698,  by  presentments  taken  from  the  book  entitled 
“  Burgus  et  Manerium  de  Horsham.” 

At  a  Court  Baron  in  1702  John  Waller  was  admitted  to 
Pollards  containing  about  three  acres,  he  having  purchased 
the  same,  for  his  life  only,  of  Arthur  Rowland.  Waller  signed 
the  Returns  in  1702  and  1710.  His  name  was  also  on  the 
poll  of  1715  with  a  “  Q  ”  attached  to  it. 

In  1736  Arthur  Rowland,  son  and  heir  to  Arthur  Rowland, 
deceased,  conveyed  the  premises  to  John  Middleton,  Esq., 
Trustee  to  Charles  Eversfield,  Esq.,  who,  in  1737,  conveyed 
them  to  Mr.  Dickenson  in  trust  for  the  Irwin  family. 

Mr.  Ellis  said  he  knew  the  premises,  which  were  out  on  a 
long  lease  to  Sir  Thomas  Broughton  at  a  rent  of  6d.,  which, 
as  Steward  to  the  Irwin  family,  he  had  received  from  Sir 
Thomas  about  ten  years  ago  ;  but  this  on  a  subsequent  day 
he  corrected  by  stating  that  the  sixpence  rent  was  received 
for  Dennis  Croft,  the  rent  for  Pollards  Croft  being  a  pepper¬ 
corn.  He  was  then  going  to  prove  Lady  Irwin’s  seisin  of 
Pollard’s  Croft,  but  was  prevented  by  the  Committee,  Mr. 
Partridge  having  before  closed  his  case. 

The  Counsel  for  the  sitting  Members  were  about  to  allow 
this  vote  to  be  good,  but  retracted  that  admission  when  they 
understood  that  Lady  Irwin’s  seisin  of  the  premises  had  not 
been  proved.  Vote  declared  to  be  good. 

The  Committee,  having  sat  eighteen  days,  finished  their 
labours  on  the  8th  of  March,  with  the  following  determinations 
as  to  the  votes  : — 
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Petitioners  tendered  votes,  22  for  which  no  evidence  was 
adduced : — 


John  Joanes. 

James  Thornton. 

Guilford  Vinall. 

Edward  Dubbins. 

William  Boorman. 

William  Penn. 

Edward  Stanford. 

Peter  Potter. 

John  Lintott. 

John  Aldridge. 

Phillip  Chasemore. 

John  Collins. 

Thomas  Plumer. 

Daniel  Waterfield 

John  Plumer. 

Henry  Caddy. 

Charles  Champion. 

John  Hardwick. 

Thomas  Honeywood. 

James  Pitts. 

William  Palmer. 

Thomas  Aldridge. 

8  abandoned  before  the  Committee  : — 

Edward  Coates. 

Abel  Marsh. 

Samuel  Waller. 

Joseph  Denison. 

John  Cragg. 

Hastings  Elwyn. 

William  Rickwood. 

Edward  Luxford. 

5  decided  to  be  bad  : — 

John  Muzzell. 

Samuel  Roberts. 

John  Ireland. 

James  Holroyd. 

Phillip  Humphreys. 

7  decided  to  be  good  : — 

Nicholas  Whitmore. 

John  Lund. 

Charles  Smith. 

Samuel  Toovey. 

John  Dendy,  Junr. 

William  Troward. 

William  Joanes. 

Petitioners  accepted  votes 

: — 

9  admitted  to  be  bad  : — 

* 

John  Smith. 

John  Dendy 

•2 

Richard  Grinstead. 

Alexander  Luxford. 

Richard  Thornton. 

Stringer  Sheppard. 

Harry  Weller. 

Richard  Williamson, 

Charles  Dendy. 

3  decided  to  be  bad  : — 

Richard  Howes.  Ralph  Joanes. 

William  Joanes. 
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8  decided  to  be  good  : — 

William  Scutt. 

William  Jameson. 

Nathaniel  Tredcroft. 

William  Hards. 

William  Ellis. 

William  Smith. 

Henry  Penfold. 

John  Michell. 

Sitting  members’  votes  : — 

8  admitted  to  be  bad  : — 

James  Waller. 

John  Rawlison. 

John  Batchelor. 

Charles  Smith. 

Richard  Collins. 

Thomas  Griffith. 

Drew  Michell. 

George  Phillips. 

8  decided  to  be  bad  : — 

John  Batchelor,  Junr. 

Henry  Naldrett. 

Edward  Stedman. 

Joseph  Borer. 

Edward  Etheridge. 

Middleton  Onslow. 

Thomas  Knight. 

John  Bury. 

7  to  which  no  objection  was 

made  : — 

John  Pilfold. 

Timothy  Shelley. 

Robert  Hurst. 

John  Smith. 

Thomas  Hutchinson. 

Peter  Ducane. 

William  Smith. 

2  decided  to  be  good  : — 

William  Lamb. 

William  Smith. 

Note. — The  name  of  William  Smith,  the  only  person  who 
divided  his  vote  between  the  parties  appears  in  both  polls, 
making  the  total  appear  87  instead  of  86. 

The  fact  that,  of  the  86  alleged  Burgage  holdings  and 
votes,  24  only  were  established  by  the  committee  to  be  good 
and  free  from  all  objection  provides  further  proof  of  the  very 
doubtful  state  into  which  as  political  machinery  the  Burgage 
property  had  fallen.  So  small  a  proportion  of  good  votes 
will  seem  extraordinary  when  compared  with  the  results  of 
the  modern  method  of  registering  voters.  But  when  we 
consider  the  amount  of  gerrymandering,  corruption,  and 
trickery  practised  upon  the  Constituency  from  the  beginning 
to  the  end  of  the  eighteenth  century,  together  with  the  in¬ 
difference  with  which  its  political  significance  had  been 
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regarded  previously,  the  proportion  is  not  so  surprising.  The 


distribution  of  these  24  good  votes  was 

as  follows  : 

For  Lord  William  Gordon 

•  15 

James  Baillie,  Esq. 

.  14 

Timothy  Shelley,  Esq. 

.  10 

Wilson  Braddyll,  Esq. 

.  9 

The  Committee  therefore  further  resolved  and  reported 
to  the  House  of  Commons  : — 

“  That  Timothy  Shelley  Esq,  was  not  duly  elected  a 
Burgess  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the 
Borough  of  Horsham  in  the  County  of  Sussex. 

“  That  Wilson  Braddyll  Esq,  was  not  duly  elected  a 
Burgess  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  said 
Borough  of  Horsham. 

“  That  Lord  William  Gordon  the  petitioner  ought  to 
have  been  returned  a  Burgess  to  serve  in  this  present 
Parliament  for  the  said  Borough  of  Horsham  and  that  he 
was  duly  elected  for  the  same. 

“  That  James  Baillie  Esq  the  petitioner  ought  to  have 
been  returned  a  Burgess  for  the  said  Borough  and  that 
he  was  duly  elected. 

“  That  neither  the  petitions  nor  the  opposition  to 
them  appeared  to  be  frivolous  or  vexatious.” 

These  resolutions  were  duly  reported  to  the  House  of 
Commons  and  it  was  ordered  : — 

“  That  the  deputy  Clerks  of  the  Crown  do  attend  the 
House  forthwith  with  the  last  return  for  the  Borough  of 
Horsham  in  the  County  of  Sussex  and  amend  the  same 
by  razing  out  the  names  of  Timothy  Shelley  and  Wilson 
Braddyll  Esquires  and  inserting  the  names  of  Lord 
William  Gordon  and  James  Baillie  Esq,  instead  "thereof.” 

The  Committee  further  resolved  : — 

“  That  Drew  Michell  and  John  Rawlison,  the  Bailiffs 
and  Returning  Officers  for  the  said  Borough  of  Horsham, 
are  reprehensible  for  their  conduct  of  the  last  Election  of 
Burgesses  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the  said  Borough.” 

The  sequel  to  the  last  resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons 
Committee  took  place  at  the  Sussex  Assizes  held  at  Horsham 
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in  August  1792,  when  Lord  William  Gordon  and  Mr.  Baillie 
severally  brought  actions  against  Drew  Michell  and  John 
Rawlison  for  making  a  false  Return  at  the  last  Election  for 
the  Borough  of  Horsham.  The  case  was  heard  by  Mr.  Justice 
Grosse  and  a  special  Jury,  and  damages  were  laid  at  £10,000. 
The  defendants  pleaded  “  Not  Guilty.” 

Counsel  for  plaintiffs  : — Messrs.  Pigott,  Rous,  Adam,  and 
Bayley. 

Counsel  for  defendants  — Messrs.  Serjeant  Bond,  Hurst, 
Sheppard,  and  Garrow. 

The  first  action  was  that  in  which  Mr.  Baillie  was  the 
plaintiff.  There  were  four  counts  in  the  declaration.  The 
first  of  these  complained  that  the  plaintiff  was  for  a  long  time, 
to  wit  twenty  months,  prevented  from  taking  his  seat  in 
Parliament  as  a  Burgess  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham,  and 
was  obliged  to  lay  out  a  large  sum  of  money,  to  wit  £2000,  in 
order  to  obtain  it. 

The  second  count  stated  that  the  plaintiff  was  elected  to 
serve  as  one  of  the  Burgesses  of  the  said  Borough  by  a  majority 
of  such  persons  as  then  respectively  had  a  legal  right  accord¬ 
ing  to,  and  within,  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  the  last 
determination  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  vote  at  the  said 
Election. 

The  third  count  stated  that  the  defendants  rejected  and 
refused  divers,  to  wit  forty,  persons,  who  then  and  there  had 
respectively  estates  in  Burgage  houses  and  Burgage  lands 
lying  within  the  said  Borough,  each  of  which  said  persons, 
then  and  there,  offered  and  tendered  their  votes  for  the 
plaintiff. 

The  fourth  count  stated  that  the  persons,  rejected  were 
persons  who  had  a  legal  right  to  vote  at  the  said  Election 
according  to,  and  within,  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  the 
said  last  determination  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

The  Counsel  for  plaintiff,  in  addressing  the  Jury,  took  the 
familiar  attitude  upon  the  ground  of  the  last  determination 
of  the  House  of  Commons  respecting  the  right  of  voting  at 
Horsham,  and  contended  that  the  defendants  had  no  right 
whatever  to  disregard  it. 

The  Counsel  for  defendants  contended  that  the  Bailiffs 
as  Returning  Officers,  could  not  determine  the  validity  of  the 
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votes  by  the  examination  of  the  title-deeds  presented  by  the 
voters  as  they  came  to  the  poll,  and  that  they  acted  according 
to  good  precedent  and  in  a  bona-fide  legal  manner  in  going  by 
the  Burgess  roll. 

The  Judge,  in  summing  up  the  case,  referred  to  the  statute 
under  which  action  in  the  present  case  was  taken  which  pro¬ 
hibits  all  false  Returns  wilfully  made,  and  said  there  was  no 
manner  of  doubt  that  the  Return  was  a  false  one,  as  the  only 
competent  tribunal  had  declared  it  to  be  so,  the  only  question 
for  the  Jury  to  decide  was  whether  or  no  the  Returning  Officers 
made  the  return  wilfully,  knowing  it  to  be  false,  and  if  they 
were  satisfied  they  did  so,  to  assess  the  damages. 

The  Jury  found  a  verdict  for  the  plaintiff.  Damages, 
1 800 . 

The  same  Jury,  sworn  to  try  the  similar  action  brought 
by  Lord  William  Gordon,  returned  the  same  verdict  and 
damages  for  him. 

Lady  Irwin’s  deferred  but  complete  success  did  not  dispose 
her  to  relax  her  hold  upon  the  Borough  now  restored  to  her, 
nor  did  the  completion  of  the  defeat  of  the  Duke’s  enterprise 
at  Horsham,  signified  in  these  verdicts  against  his  Bailiffs,  at 
all  deflect  him  from  his  purpose  of  capturing  it.  He  retired 
from  the  contest  for  the  present,  and  put  up  no  opposition 
at  the  bye-election  in  1793  when,  upon  the  death  of  Mr. 
Baillie,  Colonel  Fullarton,  of  Fullarton,  County  Ayr,  N.B., 
was  “  elected  ”  in  his  place,  nor  at  the  general  Election  in 
1796,  when  Sir  John  Macpherson  of  Brompton,  in  the  County 
of  Middlesex,  and  James  Fox,  of  Bramham  Park,  in  the 
County  of  Yorkshire,  Esq.,  were  returned  ;  nor  at  the  general 
Election  of  1802,  when  Edward  Hillyard,  of  Cowley  House, 
Middlesex,  Esq.,  and  Patrick  Ross,  of  Harley  Street,  Caven¬ 
dish  Square,  Middlesex,  Esq.,  were  returned  ;  nor  at 'the  bye- 
election  in  1804,  when  James  Edward  Harris,  commonly 
known  as  Lord  Fitzharris,  was  returned  in  the  place  of  Patrick 
Ross.  All  of  these  Members  were  unopposed  nominees  of 
Lady  Irwin,  and  sat  secure  and  undisturbed  in  their  seats. 
It  was  not  until  1806,  after  an  interval  of  sixteen  years,  that 
the  Duke  again  put  up  a  fight,  and  another  contested  Election 
took  place  at  Horsham. 
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CHAPTER  IX. 


Exchange  of  Method — The  1806  General  Election — A  Double  Return 
- — The  Duke’s  Candidates  Seated — The  1807  General  Election 
— The  Duke  wins  the  Election — The  Duke’s  Members  Un¬ 
seated — The  last  Lady  Irwin. 

Though  the  resolutions  of  the  Committee  in  1792  commanded 
respect  and  future  consideration,  they  carried  no  authority 
beyond  the  case  to  which  they  applied  ;  they  necessarily  left 
the  1715  determination  of  the  House  of  Commons  in  ambiguity, 
and  the  two  great  interests  at  Horsham  were  still  without  a 
positive  indisputable  pronouncement  as  to  the  right  of  Elec¬ 
tion.  Scope,  therefore,  remained  for  expert  legal  speculation 
upon  the  best  way  to  secure  the  Horsham  seats.  Counsel  on 
both  sides,  however,  now  agreed  that  admission  at  the  Lords 
Court  and  the  entry  of  the  Burgess’  names  on  the  Burgess  roll 
no  longer  held  as  a  voting  qualification.  The  Duke,  like 
Lady  Irwin,  now  turned  his  back  upon  the  Court  Baron  as 
of  no  further  political  use  and,  together  with  the  Burgess  roll,  it 
was  scrapped  ;  but  there  was  no  further  point  of  agreement ; 
here  issue  was  joined,  each  party  surveyed  the  situation  as  it 
was  left  in  1792  and  took  the  course  it  thought  most  advan¬ 
tageous  to  its  own  interests. 

The  Duke’s  party  was  compelled  by  the  loss  of  their  use 
of  the  Court  Baron  to  find  fresh  ground  upon  which  to  plant 
their  votes,  and,  concluding  that  the  Committee  in  1792 
had  based  their  decision  on  the  findings  of  the  Committee  of 
1715  went  back  to  the  hearing  of  that  petition  and  explored 
the  ground  anew.  Mr.  Medwin  by  a  careful  analyses  of  the 
votes  at  that  Election  with  entries  in  the  Court  rolls  found 
that  Eversfield  and  Goring  received  31  votes  for  whole  Bur¬ 
gages  and  38  for  parts  of  Burgages  and  that  the  Ingrams 
received  19  votes  for  whole  Burgages  and  42  for  parts.  Upon 
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this  indisputable  evidence  that  the  Ingrams  had  been  seated 
upon  a  majority  of  parts  of  Burgages  the  Duke’s  party  de¬ 
cided  to  fight  Lady  Irwin’s  party  on  their  own  ground,  the 
ground  the  Ingram  family  had  occupied  from  1715  to  1790, 
and  in  order  to  occupy  as  much  as  possible  or  at  least  as 
necessary  of  their  new  position  they  proceeded  to  split  up 
Burgage  holdings  in  their  possession  into  as  many  parts  as 
they  thought  advisable  and  as  could  retain  a  legal  colouring 
therewith.  For  instance  the  Burgage  previously  referred  to 
as  Somersetts  at  the  South-east  corner  of  West  Street,  which 
gave  but  one  vote  in  1790,  by  the  application  of  legal  thought 
and  skill  was  now  made  capable  of  sustaining  five  votes  ; 
another  Burgage,  Osmers,  which  also  gave  but  one  vote  in 
1790  by  the  same  cunning  process,  was  now  made  to  yield 
three  votes  ;  Mr.  Medwin’s  own  Burgage  holding,  for  which 
which  he  so  curiously  omitted  to  give  its  one  vote  in  1790, 
in  the  same  way  was  now  given  four  votes,  and  so  on.  Lady 
Irwin’s  party  without  reference  to  the  1715  decision  inferred 
from  the  resolutions  of  the  1792  Committee  that  they  had  based 
their  decision  upon  the  assumption  that  Horsham  was  a  pure 
Burgage  tenure  Borough,  and,  in  order  to  strengthen  themselves 
for  the  next  contest,  reversed  the  methods  that  had  hitherto 
been  pursued  in  their  interests,  and  instead  of  splitting  their 
Burgages  further  and  thereby  engage  in  a  mere  Burgage 
splitting  competition  with  the  Duke’s  party,  by  which  they 
might  jeopardise  if  not  lose  the  seats,  began  piecing  the 
split  parts  of  their  Burgages  together  in  order  to  re-form  them 
into  whole  Burgages,  according  to  the  meaning  of  the  Act 
of  1696,  and  get  them  as  nearly  as  possible  as  they  stood  in 
the  1 61 1  Survey.  At  the  1790  Election  45  of  Lady  Irwin’s 
voters  polled  and  tendered  under  conveyances  of  parts  of 
Burgages.  The  real  property  represented  by  these  45  con¬ 
veyances  was,  for  reasons  before  stated,  like  Humpty  Dumpty, 
impossible  of  being  put  together  again  according  to  ancient 
boundaries,  but  Lady  Irwin  s  legal  experts  undertook  to  trace 
on  parchment  these  parts  back  past  the  Splitting  Act  of 
1696  to  a  state  identical  with  that  of  the  ancient  indisputable 
Survey  of  1611,  and  to  that  task  they  at  once  applied  them¬ 
selves.  At  the  bye-Election  in  1793  Lady  Irwin  was  repre¬ 
sented  by  Mr.  Fonblanque,  K.C.,  who  objected  to  any  but 
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holders  of  entire  Burgages  or  such  unaltered  Burgages  as 
were  upon  the  Survey  of  1611  signing  the  Return  of  Colonel 
Fullarton  as  Member  of  Parliament  for  Horsham  ;  and  at 
the  general  Election  of  1796  the  same  learned  gentleman, 
together  with  Mr.  Partridge,  K.C.,  attended,  and  they  ob¬ 
jected  in  the  same  way  respecting  the  Return  of  Sir  John 
Macpherson  and  James  Fox.  But  though  the  Duke  had  lost 
his  two  Members  of  Parliament  for  Horsham  he  had  not  lost 
his  regained  control  of  the  Court  Leet  which,  unlike  the 
Court  Baron,  was  still  capable  of  further  use  at  Elections. 
The  nomination  and  selection  of  the  Bailiffs  still  lay  in  his 
power,  and  therefore  Lady  Irwin’s  Counsels’  objections  were 
overruled  by  the  Bailiffs  as  Returning  Officers  on  both  of 
these  occasions  and  also  at  the  general  Election  of  1802  and 
the  bye-Election  of  1804. 

We  give  a  copy  of  Memoranda  taken  at  the  general  Elec¬ 
tion  of  1796  which  was  doubtless  typical  of  all  the  Elections 
of  this  period  : — 


“  Horsham  30th  May  1796. 

12  o’c. 

Conversation  respecting  notice  of  Election. 

Proclamation  by  Cryer. 

Sheriff’s  precept  read  by  Mr.  Medwin. 

Bribery  Act  read. 

Before  William  Smith,  Magistrate  ;  John  Wickens,  Bailiff, 
repeats  the  oath  after  Medwin.  On  the  suggestion  of 
Mr.  Fonblanque  K.C.  ;  stands  up.  John  Attree, 
Ditto,  except  the  last  part. 

Oath  signed  by  William  Smith.. 

Sir  John  Macpherson  of  Brompton  in  the  County  of  Middle¬ 
sex,  Baronet,  proposed  by  William  Ellis,  seconded  by 
Guilford  Vinall. 

James  Fox  of  Bramham  Park  in  the  County  of  York  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Rev.  William  Jameson,  seconded  by  John 
Michell. 

Wickens  asks  if  any  other  candidates  offer. 

First  proclamation  that  if  no  other  candidate  offers  Sir 
John  Macpherson  and  James  Fox  will  be  returned. 

Second  proclamation  do. 
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Third  proclamation  do. 

Wickens,  Bailiff,  declares  Sir  John  Macpherson  and  James 
Fox  duly  returned. 

Attree  do.  do. 


Huzza. 

Macpherson  :  Speech. 

Huzzah. 

Over  by  half-past  twelve. 


“At  the  Election  of  Parliament  (sic)  held  this  day  for 
the  said  Borough  it  was  objected  by  Mr.  Partridge  and 
Mr.  Fonblanque,  who  attended  on  behalf  of  Lady  Irwin, 
that  no  person  should  sign  the  Return  who  was  not  in  pos¬ 
session  of  a  whole  Burgage. 

Objection  overruled.” 


Thus  whilst  the  Duke  was  dividing  some  of  his  whole 
Burgages  into  parts,  Lady  Irwin  was  consolidating  her  parts 
into  whole  Burgages.  By  1806  therefore  both  parties  had 
very  considerably  modified  their  voting  power,  the  Duke’s 
party  having  increased  their  number  of  Burgage  holdings 
and  Lady  Irwin’s  party  having  reduced  theirs. 

Besides  the  Duke  and  Lady  Irwin  there  were  now  left  only 
9  others  who  owned  Burgage  property  at  Horsham.  These 
were  : — 

Mr.  Hurst. 

Sir  Henry  Fletcher. 

Mr.  Medwin. 

Mr.  William  Smith. 

Mr.  Commerall. 

Of  these,  the  three  first  named  conveyed  their  plural 
holdings  to  voters  for  the  Duke’s  candidates,  the  next  three 
supported  the  Duke’s  candidates.  Mr.  Tredcroft  voted  for 
Lady  Irwin’s  candidates.  The  others  took  no  part. 


Mr.  Thornton. 
Mr.  Tredcroft. 
Mr.  Markwick. 
Mrs.  Bridger. 


The  general  Election  of  1806  took  place  on  the  3rd  and 
4th  of  November.  The  Bailiffs,  Richard  Thornton  and  John 
Shearsmith,  presided  at  the  Hustings. 

After  the  usual  formalities  James  Edward  Harris,  Esq., 
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commonly  called  Lord  Fitzharris  of  Hurn  Court  in  the  County 
of  Hants,  and  Henry  Temple  Viscount  Palmerston  in  the 
Kingdom  of  Ireland  of  Broadlands  in  the  said  County  of 
Hants,  were  proposed  by  the  Rev.  William  Jameson  and 
seconded  by  the  Rev.  George  Marshall.  Francis  John  Wilder 
of  Grosvenor  Place  in  the  County  of  Middlesex  Esq.,  Lieut. -Cel. 
of  his  Majesty’s  35th  Regiment  of  Foot,  was  proposed  by  Sir 
Henry  Fletcher  and  seconded  by  Mr.  Medwin  ;  and  Love 
Parry  Jones,  Esq.,  Major  in  his  Majesty’s  19th  Regiment  of 
Foot,  was  proposed  by  Mr.  Hurst  and  seconded  by  Mr. 
Commerall. 

The  Bailiffs  called  for  a  show  of  hands,  which  they  declared 
to  be  in  favour  of  Lords  Fitzharris  and  Palmerston  ;  upon 
which  a  poll  was  demanded  by  Mr.  Hurst  on  behalf  of 
Messrs.  Wilder  and  Jones.  The  demand  was,  of  course, 
complied  with,  and  the  business  of  taking  the  votes  com¬ 
menced  forthwith.  Mr.  Medwin  and  his  clerk,  Mr.  Robertson, 
acted  as  poll  clerks,  as  in  1790.  Both  sides  were  represented 
by  an  array  of  Counsel,  who  made  objection  to  almost  every 
vote.  All  of  Lady  Irwin’s  votes  except  Tredcroft’s  vote 
were  objected  to,  as  occasional  and  fraudulent,  and  nearly 
all  of  the  Duke’s  votes  were  objected  to  as  split  votes.  The 
first  Burgess  to  vote  was  Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  of  whom  no 
question  was  asked,  and  to  whom  no  objection  was  made. 
He  voted  in  right  of  his  own  Burgage  land,  called  Steer’s 
Croft,  for  the  Duke’s  candidates.  The  next  one  to  vote  was 
the  Rev.  William  Jameson,  formerly  curate,  now  vicar,  of 
Horsham.  As  he  appeared,  Mr.  Troward,  Lady  Irwin’s  soli¬ 
citor,  took  from  a  bag  on  the  table  the  deeds  of  the  property 
alleged  to  have  been  conveyed  to  him  on  the'  nth  and  12th 
day  of  January  1793  from  Lady  Irwin  for  their  joint  lives, 
by  right  of  which  he  tendered  to  vote  for  Fitzharris  and 
Palmerston.  His  vote  was  objected  to  as  an  occasional  vote, 
and  he  was  asked  by  the  Duke’s  Counsel  if  he  had  really  paid 
the  consideration  money  witnessed  in  the  deeds  to  have  been 
paid  by  him.  The  Rev.  gentleman  hesitated  a  little  and 
then — confessed  he  had  not !  Had  he  received  any  rent  for 
the  four  acres  of  land  which,  according  to  the  deeds,  he 
owned  ?  Again  he  confessed  he  had  not !  !  Did  he  know 
the  name  of  this  Burgage  land  that  he  had  owned  these 
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thirteen  years  ?  No,  he  did  not !  !  !  Could  the  Rev.  gentle¬ 
man,  who  upon  the  strength  of  this  ownership  had  nominated 
two  of  the  Candidates,  could  he  tell  them  the  whereabouts  of 
this  property  ?  No,  he  did  not  even  know  where  it  was  1  !  !  ! 
Nevertheless,  as  the  nature  of  the  property  was  not  ques¬ 
tioned,  and  the  bogus  deeds  were  quite  in  order,  his  vote  was 
accepted. 

Everyone  of  Lady  Irwin’s  voters,  except  Mr.  Tredcroft, 
stood  in  exactly  the  same  position  as  the  vicar  of  Horsham  ; 
a  complete  fraud,  with  no  manner  of  reality  to  his  claim  of 
being  a  Burgess  of  Horsham. 

As  each  one  of  them  appeared,  Mr.  Troward  took  from  the 
bag  the  deeds  prepared  in  his  name  ;  he  was  questioned  like 
the  vicar  ;  he  answered  like  the  vicar,  he  voted  like  the  vicar  ; 
and,  after  he  had  voted,  the  deeds  like  those  of  the  vicar  were 
put  back  in  the  bag  ready,  with  but  perhaps  the  alteration  of 
a  name  to  do  their  dubious  duty  at  the  next  Election  ;  their 
only  purpose  being  to  give  a  legal  transient  investiture  of  the 
property  described  in  them  to  a  sham  owner  for  the  purpose 
of  voting  for  Lady  Irwin’s  Candidates.1 

When  the  Duke’s  first  faggot-voter,  Charles  Smith,  ap¬ 
peared  his  vote  was  objected  to  by  Mr.  Troward  as  a  split 
vote.  The  Bailiffs  said  they  should  accept  the  vote  if  the 
property  tendered  for  were  Burgage  property.  They  were 
warned  by  Mr.  Troward  against  violating  the  Splitting  Act 
of  1696  by  accepting  split  votes,  but  it  was  not  at  all  likely 
that  the  Duke’s  Bailiffs  having  accepted  Lady  Irwin’s  occa¬ 
sional  votes,  would  reject  his  split  ones  ;  they  were  as  firm 
on  the  matter  of  Burgage  property  as  the  sole  voting  qualifi¬ 
cation  as  their  predecessors  in  1 790  were  on  the  matter  of  the 
Burgess  roll.  One  might  wonder  with  what  amount  of  moral 
courage  Mr.  Troward,  who  vdted  at  the  1790  Election  for 
Lady  Irwin,  could  now  ask  the  Bailiffs  to  refuse  the  Duke’s 
split  votes,  remembering,  as  he  must  have  done,  the  stren¬ 
uous  efforts  then  made  by  her  legal  advisers,  of  whom  he  was 
one,  to  induce  the  Bailiffs  to  accept  her  split  votes. 

1  There  was  nothing  to  prevent  Lady  Irwin  from  marching  28  entire  strangers 
into  the  Borough  and,  after  they  had  voted  for  her  candidates,  marching  them 
away  again  if  she  had  chosen  to  do  so. 


200  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  OF  HORSHAM 


* 

Smith’s  vote  was  accepted,  whereupon  Mr.  Troward  sar¬ 
castically  asked  the  Bailiffs  if  the  Borough  might  be  cut  up 
into  square  inches  for  the  purpose  of  multiplying  votes  ? 
“  It  is  a  matter  for  our  discretion,”  they  answered,  “  and  we 
shall  use  it.”  “  Then,”  replied  Mr.  Troward,  “  it  will  be  my 
duty  to  go  and  get  a  wheelbarrow  full  of  new  conveyances.” 

As  particulars  of  all  the  properties  specified  in  the  deeds 
had  to  be  taken  down  in  writing  by  the  poll  clerks  upon 
production,  a  much  longer  process,  it  will  be  readily  seen  than 
reference  to  the  Burgess  roll,  the  Election  lasted  two  days, 
and  when  all  had  polled,  none  having  been  rejected,  the 
Duke’s  candidates,  Messrs.  Wilder  and  Jones,  had  each 
received  44  votes,  an  increase  of  20  and  19  on  the  poll  of  his 
candidates  in  1790  ;  and  Lady  Irwin’s  candidates,  Fitzharris 
and  Palmerston,  had  received  29  votes  each,  a  decrease  of 
33  and  32  on  the  poll,  and  tendered  votes  of  her  candidates 
in  1790. 

We  give  below  a  copy  of  the  poll  book  of  1806,  from  which 
it  will  be  seen  there  was  not  a  single  cross  vote  ;  the  division 
between  the  two  interests  was  now  complete. 

11  Borough  of  Horsham  (To  Wit). 

“  A  poll  taken  at  the  Borough  aforesaid  by  Richard 
Thornton  and  John  Shearsmith,  Bailiffs,  of  the  said 
Borough  for  the  Election  of  two  Burgesses  to  serve  for 
the  same  Borough  in  the  Parliament  of  our  sovereign 
Lord  the  King  to  be  holden  at  the  City  of  Westminster 
the  15th  day  of  December  next  ensuing  ;  on  Monday  the 
3rd  Day  of  November  1806  by  virtue  of  a  precept  from 
William  Gorringe  Esq.,  the  Sheriff  of  the  County  of 
Sussex  aforesaid  to  the  Bailiffs  directed 

“  Candidates. 

James  Edward  Harris  Esq.,  commonly  called  Viscount 
Fitzharris. 

Henry  Temple  Viscount  Palmerston  in  the  Kingdom  of 
Ireland. 

Francis  John  Wilder  Esq. 

Love  Parry  Jones  Esq. 


Henry  Temple,  third  Lord  Palmerston,  James  Edward  Harris,  second  Lord  Fitz- 
M.P.  Horsham,  1806-1807,  afterwards  Harris,  M.P.  Horsham,  1806-1807. 

Prime  Minister. 


THE  1806  GENERAL  ELECTION 


201 


Voters’  Names  and 
Additions. 


1.  Sir  Henry 
Fletcher,  of 
Ashley  Park  in 
the  County  of 
Surrey,  Bar’t. 


2.  Revd.  William 
J  ameson,  of 
Horsham,  Clerk, 
conveyance 
dated  12  th 

January  1793 
from  Frances 
Viscountess  Ir¬ 
win  for  joint 
lives  of  grantor 
and  grantee 


3.  Timothy  Shel¬ 
ley  of  Field 
Place,  Warn- 
ham,  Esq.,  con¬ 
veyance  13  & 
14  August  1788 
from  Robert 
Hurst  Esq . 


Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 


All  that  croft  of  land  lying 
next  Beane  bridge  in  Hor¬ 
sham  containing  by  estima¬ 
tion  two  acres  called  Steers 
croft  otherwise  Steeles  croft 
being  half  a  Burgage  and 
held  of  the  Lord  of  the  said 
Borough  by  the  yearly  rent 
of  6d.  (objected  to  by  Mr. 
Troward  as  a  split  vote) 

All  that  ancient  Burgage  for¬ 
merly  Randalls  consisting 
of  a  close  meadow  and  croft 
of  land  but  now  divided  into 
two  closes  or  crofts  of  land 
containing  by  estimation  4 
acres  be  it  more  or  less  and 
also  all  that  barn  stable  and 
other  buildings  in  or  upon  the 
said  croft  or  close  of  land  or 
in  or  upon  any  part  thereof 
situate  in  Scarfox  near  unto 
Bull  green,  held  by  the  rent 
of  is. 

All  that  messuage  or  tenement 
lately  erected  and  built  by 
Thomas  Summers  of  Hor¬ 
sham  aforesaid,  Hatter,  upon 
the  scite  of  an  ancient  mes¬ 
suage  or  tenement  with  the 
houses  edifices  and  buildings 
garden  backside  and  curte- 
leges  thereunto  belonging 
called  or  known  by  the  name 
of  Palsheds  situate  in  the 
Borough  of  Horsham  afore¬ 
said  in  the  South  Street  there 
between  the  dwelling  house 
formerly  of  Matthew  White 
Gent  since  of  George  Arnold 
Gent  and  now  of  the  said 
Robert  Hurst  Esq.,  on  the  | 
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Voters’  Names  and 
Additions: 


4.  John  Michell 
of  Horsham, 
Gent  convey¬ 
ance  12th  Jan. 
1 793  from  Lady 
Irwin  for  lives 
of  grantor  & 
grantee 


Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 


South  part  and  the  dwelling 
house  formerly  of  John 
Daniel  since  of  John  Waller 
and  now  of  Frances  Vis¬ 
countess  Dowager  Irwin  on 
the  North  part  which  said 
premises  were  heretofore  the 
estate  and  inheritance  of 
William  Coe  Gent  deceased 
and  are  now  in  the  possession 
of  the  said  Thomas  Summers, 
the  same  premises  being 
Burgage  tenure  and  holden 
of  the  Lord  of  the  said 
Borough  of  Horsham  by  the 
yearly  rent  of  4d. 

All  that  ancient  Burgage  for¬ 
merly  Thomas  Pikes  con¬ 
sisting  of  all  that  messuage 
or  tenement  and  garden  to¬ 
gether  with  a  certain  plot  of 
ground  called  or  known  by 
the  name  of  Burgage  plott 
thereunto  belonging  and 
upon  part  of  which  the  said 
messuage  stands  heretofore 
in  the  occupation  of  Sarah 
and  Ann  Kitchenor  and  was 
formerly  part  of  the  tene¬ 
ment  called  the  Red  Lion  or 
Puffsherne  situate  in  the 
West  St.  in  the  Borough  of 
Horsham  bounded  as  follows 
that  is  to  say  to  the  garden 
heretofore  belonging  to  Ann 
Baker  widow  on  the  North 
to  the  Kings  Highway  lead¬ 
ing  from  the  Market  place 
at  Horsham  to  Lindcross  on 
the  South  to  the  messuage 
or  tenement  heretofore  of 
J oseph  Pearson  and  formerly 
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Voters’  Names  and 
Additions. 


Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 


5.  The  Rev.  Wm. 
Smith  of  Hor¬ 
sham,  Clerk, 
administrator 
of  John  Smith 
24th  May,  1790 


6.  Rev.  George 
Marshall  of 
Horsham,  Clerk, 
conveyance 

1 2th.  Jan,  1793 

from  Lady  Ir¬ 
win  for  lives  of 
grantor  and 
grantee 


of  Mary  Groombridge  widow 
and  theretofore  in  the  occu¬ 
pation  of  the  said  Joseph 
Pearson  on  the  West  and  to 
the  messuage  or  tenement 
heretofore  of  Charles  Cooper 
and  then  in  the  occupation  of 
James  Rowland  or  his  as¬ 
signs  and  the  garden  for¬ 
merly  of  the  said  Ann  Baker 
on  the  East.  Held  of  the 
Lord  of  the  Borough  by  the 
yearly  rent  of  2d.  .  . 

All  that  messuage  or  tenement 
backside  and  garden  plott  or 
parcell  of  ground  containing 
by  estimation  1/4  of  an  acre 
of  land  more  or  less,  situate 
lying  and  being  in  the  South 
Street  of  the  Borough  afore¬ 
said  now  in  the  tenure  or  oc¬ 
cupation  of  Robert  Wood  his 
undertenants  or  assigns  held 
of  the  Lord  of  the  Borough 
and  Manor  aforesaid  by  the 
yearly  rent  of  4d.  (Objected 
to  by  Mr.  Troward  as  a  split 
vote)  .... 

All  that  ancient  Burgage  con¬ 
sisting  of  all  those  messuages 
or  tenements  and  gardens 
with  the  appurtenances  here¬ 
tofore  Baldwins  situate  lying 
and  being  in  the  Scarfolkes 
in  the  Borough  of  Horsham 
being  a  portion  of  a  Burgage 
held  by  the  yearly  rent  of 
3d.  and  also  all  that  other 
ancient  Burgage  formerly 
consisting  of  one  garden  but 
now  used  part  as  a  garden 
and  part  an  orchard  being 
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a  portion  of  a  Burgage  called 
Apsleys  also  held  under  the 
yearly  rent  of  3d.  and  being 
contiguous  and  adjoining 
to  the  aforesaid  messuages 
and  tenements  and  gardens 
or  some  part  thereof  which 
said  messuage  or  tenements 
and  gardens  or  some  part  or 
parts  thereof  heretofore  in 
the  tenures  or  occupations  of 
Judith  Champion  John  Bay- 

ley  John  Moorfield  and - 

and  now  of  Francis  Parnell 
William  Parker  and  Nicholas 
Whitmore  or  some  or  one  of 
them  or  some  or  one  of 
their  under  tenants  or  assigns 
or  of  what  soever  the  same 
ancient  Burgages  or  either  of 
them  may  consist  whereso¬ 
ever  any  part  or  parts  of  the 
same  are  situate  and  in  whose 
possession  tenure  or  occupa¬ 
tion  the  same  or  either  of 
them  or  any  part  or  parts 
thereof  respectively  now  is 
or  are  .... 


7.  Charles  Smith, 
of  Conduit 
Street,  Han¬ 
over  Square, 
Linen  draper, 
conveyances 
1 8th.  May  1790 
from  Robt. 
Hurst  Esq. 


All  that  garden  plott  formerly 
part  of  the  Wonder  or  Talbot 
Inn  in  the  possession  of  the 
said  Robert  Hurst  situate, 
lying  and  being  within  the 
Borough  of  Horsham  afore¬ 
said  the  same  being  Burgage 
tenure  and  holden  of  the 
Lord  of  the  said  Borough 
by  the  yearly  rent  of  2d. 
(Objected  to  by  Mr.  Troward 
as  a  split  vote)  . 
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8.  John  Stanford 
of  Slinfold,  yeo¬ 
man,  convey¬ 
ance  15th.  & 
1 6th  September 
1791  from  Ro¬ 
bert  Hurst  Esq 
for  life 


9.  JohnDendyof 
Horsham,  Gent, 
conveyance 
nth.  &  12th. 
January  1793 
from  Lady  Ir¬ 
win  for  the 
lives  of  grantor 
and  grantee 


Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 


All  that  messuage  or  tenement 
situate,  lying  and  being  in  the 
South  Street  of  the  Borough 
of  Horsham  in  the  occupa¬ 
tion  of  Charles  Gilburd  being 
parcel  of  a  tenement  formerly 
the  estate  of  John  Osmer 
afterwards  of  Henry  Groom- 
bridge  and  late  of  James 
Benson  all  which  premises 
are  held  of  the  Borough  and 
Manor  of  Horsham  afore¬ 
said  in  free  and  common 
Burgage.  (Objected  to  by 
Mr.  Troward  as  a  split  vote) 
All  that  ancient  Burgage  or 
those  ancient  Burgages  for¬ 
merly  Bournes  consisting  of 
all  those  two  messuages  or 
tenements  one  of  which  was 
sometime  since  rebuilt  (here¬ 
tofore  one  messuage  or  tene¬ 
ment)  barn  and  other  build¬ 
ings,  gardens  orchards  lands 
and  premises  with  their  and 
every  of  their  appurtenances 
situate  in  the  Scarf  ox  in  the 
Borough  of  Horsham  and 
holden  of  the  Lord  of  the 
said  Borough  by  the  yearly 
rents  of  i2d.  6d.  and  3d.  and 
now  in  the  tenure  or  occupa¬ 
tion  of  Richard  Williamson 
and  Matthew  Napper  their 
undertenants  or  assigns  or 
whatsoever  the  said  ancient 
Burgage  or  Burgages  may 
consist  wheresoever  any  part 
or  parts  thereof  may  be 
situate  or  in  whosoever  pos¬ 
session  or  occupation  the 
same  may  be 
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io.  Charles  Grin- 
stead  of  Hor¬ 
sham,  Banker, 
conveyance 
13th.  &  14th. 
September  1804 
from  Lady  Ir¬ 
win  for  lives  of 
grantor  and 
grantee 


11.  John  William 
Commerell  Esq, 
of  Bergley  St. 
Manchester 
Square  con¬ 
veyance  from 
John  Leyland 
Esq  in  fee  25th. 
and  26th.  June 
1801 


All  that  ancient  Burgage  for¬ 
merly  of  Jacob  Very  and 
Dionesia  his  wife  in  right  of 
her  the  said  Dionesia  as  one 
of  the  co-heiresses  of  John 
Jenner  deceased  consisting 
of  all  that  messuage  or  tene¬ 
ment  or  Inn  together  with 
the  brewhouse  stables,  coach 
houses  outhouses  and  other 
buildings  and  the  yards 
thereunto  belonging  with 
their  and  every  of  their 
rights  members  and  appur¬ 
tenances  being  part  and 
parcel  of  the  Inn  called  the 
Kings  Head  in  the  North 
Street  of  the  Borough  of  Hor¬ 
sham,  and  now  in  the  tenure 

or  occupation  of  -  Lee 

widow  being  half  a  Burgage 
tenement  and  held  by  the 
antient  yearly  rent  of  6d. 
or  of  whatsoever  the  said 
antient  Burgage  may  consist 
All  that  parcell  of  ground 
commonly  called  the  Bur¬ 
gage  plott  containing  in 
length  from  East  to  West 
57  ft.  of  assize  or  thereabouts 
and  in  breadth  from  North 
to  South  29  ft.  of  assize 
or  thereabouts  adjoining  to 
and  lying  on  the  North  side 
of  the  garden  formerly  of 
Henry  Hobbs  situate  in  the 
Borough  of  Horsham  and 
formerly  Edward  Cowpers 
and  heretofore  purchased  by 
Richard  Wood  of  and  from 
J  ohn  Rowland  and  Elizabeth 
his  wife  Henry  Waller  and 
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Wilder — 

Jones. 

Ann  his  wife  or  some  or  one 
of  them.  (Objected  to  by  Mr. 
Troward  as  a  split  vote) 

X  X 

12.  Robert  Hurst 

All  that  capital  messuage  or 

of  Horsham 

Mansion  house  wherein  John 

Park  Esq  con- 

Wicker  Esq.,  deceased  for- 

veyance  24th. 

merly  dwelt  and  wherein 

and  25th. 

Joseph  Jackson  and  John 

March  1799 

Gold  Esqs  afterwards  dwelt 

from  Sarah 

and  wherein  William  Smith 

Smith  widow 

lately  dwelt  with  the  coach 

and  Edmund 

house  barns,  stables,  edifices 

Smith  Esq  in 

buildings,  outhouses,  yards 

fee 

gardens,  orchards,  fields,  and 

all  appurtenances  thereto 
belonging  or  therewith  occu¬ 
pied  situate  in  the  North 
Street  of  the  Borough  of 
Horsham  aforesaid  hereto¬ 
fore  called  Cockmans 

X  X 

13.  Nathaniel 

Part  of  the  garden  adjoining 

Tredcroft  Esq 

the  House  in  which  Nathaniel 

of  Horsham 

Tredcroft  resides  called  Le- 

14.  George  Stone 

bower  formerly  Ravens- 
crofts  .... 

All  that  piece  of  ground  con- 

of  Horsham 

taining  in  length  from  East 

Farmer  con- 

to  West  79  ft  of  assize  and 

veyance  20th  & 

in  width  at  the  West  end  3  ft 

2 1st.  October 

more  or  less  and  ending  at  a 

1806  from  Ro- 

point  at  the  East  end  which 

bert  Hurst  Esq 

said  piece  of  ground  is  situate 

4 

for  life 

lying  and  being  in  the  South 

Street  of  the  Borough  of 
Horsham  and  is  part  and 
parcel  of  a  certain  Burgage, 
tenement  formerly  called 
Nutleys  and  since  Le  Bower 
in  the  said  South  Street  now 
in  the  occupation  and  the 
property  of  the  said  Nath¬ 
aniel  Tredcroft  Esq.  (Ob- 
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1 5 .  Charles  Cham¬ 
pion  of  Hor¬ 
sham  Baker 
conveyance 
13th.  &  14th. 
August  1793 
from  Lady  Ir¬ 
win  for  lives 
of  grantor  and 
grantee 


16.  James  Waller 
of  Horsham 
Surgeon  con¬ 
veyance  2nd.  & 
3rd.  January 
1792  from  Ro¬ 
bert  Hurst  Esq 
for  life 


17.  Edward  Coates 
of  Horsham 
Gent  convey- 


Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 


<v 

*0  g 


jected  to  by  Mr.  Troward  as 
not  Burgage  Tenure  and  if 
Burgage,  divided) 

All  that  messuage  or  tenement 
stable,  shop,  yard,  garden, 
backside  and  premises  with 
the  appurtenances  there¬ 
unto  belonging  situate,  lying 
and  being  in  the  North  Street 
in  the  Borough  of  Horsham 
heretofore  in  the  occupation 
of  George  Holmes  since  of 
William  Deane  but  late  of 
William  Scutt  and  now  of 
John  Scutt  his  undertenants 
or  assigns  holden  of  the 
Lord  of  the  said  Borough  by 
the  antient  yearly  rent  of 
1 2d.  or  of  whatsoever  the 
same  antient  Burgage  con¬ 
sists  or  in  whose  possession 
tenure,  or  occupation  soever 
the  same  or  any  part  thereof 
now  is  or  are 

All  that  messuage  or  tenement 
situate  in  the  Scarfolkes  in 
the  Borough  of  Horsham  in 
the  tenure  or  occupation  of 
Thomas  Honeywood  being 
part  and  parcel  of  a  tene¬ 
ment  called  Holbrooks  for¬ 
merly  the  estate  of  Richard 
Bryant  afterwards  of  John 
Lindfield  and  late  of  Thomas 
Waller  held  of  the  Borough 
and  Manor  of  Horsham 
aforesaid  in  free  and  common 
Burgage  (objected  to  by 
Mr.  Troward  as  split) 

All  those  several  messuages  or 
tenements,  backsides,  barns, 
buildings  gardens,  and  other 
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ance  28th.  & 
29th.  May  1790 
from  Lady  Ir¬ 
win  for  joint 
lives  of  grantor 
and  grantee 


premises  situate  lying  and 
being  in  the  Borough  of  Hor¬ 
sham  and  late  in  the  several 
tenures  or  occupations  of 
Edward  Dubbins,  Thomas 
Jefferson,  Ann  Woodman  and 
John  Charman  beingformerly 
part  or  parcel  of  a  certain 
messuage  or  tenement  com¬ 
monly  called  or  known  by  the 
name  of  the  Wonder  or  Talbot 
Inn  being  the  great  parlour, 
the  vaults  and  cellars  under 
the  same  and  half  of  the  great 
parlour  over  the  great  Par¬ 
lour  which  is  next  adjoining 
to  the  old  Starr  Inn  and  the 
moity  or  half  of  the  garretts 
of  the  said  building  fronting 
the  market  place  of  Hor¬ 
sham  aforesaid.  And  all  the 
buildings  gardens  or  enclosed 
grounds  on  the  North  side  or 
part  of  the  way  leading 
from  Friday  lane  through 
the  Wonder  Inn  to  the 
Market  Place  aforesaid  to¬ 
gether  with  a  piece  of  ground 
on  the  North  side  of  the  said 
way  and  also  the  uppermost, 
house  of  office  in  the  build¬ 
ings  in  the  South  side  of  the 
said  yard  of  the  then  Inn 
called  the  Wonder  and  also 
one  moity  of  the  garden  barn, 
stable  yard  or  yardsways  or 
waste  places  as  the  same 
were  formerly  set  out  and 
divided  by  pegs  or  otherwise 
and  also  the  joint  or  free  use 
of  the  said  way  or  passage 
adjoining  to  the  said  way  . 


Poll  adjourned  till  9  o’c  tomorrow  morning,  4th  November 
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Wilder — 

Jones. 

1 8.  Thomas 

All  that  messuage  with  a  back- 

Honeywood  the 

side  orchard  and  croft  con- 

younger  of 

taining  2  acres  situate  in  the 

Horsham  car- 

South  Street  of  the  Borough 

penter  convey- 

of  Horsham  formerly  called 

ance  20th.  & 

the  Crown  heretofore  in  the 

2 1st.  October 

occupation  of  Samuel  Blunt 

1806  from  Ro- 

Esq  afterwards  of  Timothy 

bert  Hurst  Esq 

Shelley  Esq  and  now  of  Peter 

to  him  for  life 

Ducane  being  one  whole 
Burgage  held  by  the  rent 
of  is.  (objected  to  as  a  split 

vote)  .... 

X  X 

19.  Mr.  James 

All  that  ancient  Burgage  here- 

Thornton  of 

tofore  known  as  Patchinges 

Horsham 

consisting  of  one  croft  and 

Schoolmaster 

garden  with  the  appurten- 

conveyance 

ances  situate  in  or  near  the 

dated  nth.  & 

East  St  of  the  Borough  of 

12th.  January 

Horsham  and  containing  by 

1793  from  Lady 

estimation  2  acres,  be  the 

Irwin  for  the 

same  more  or  less  being  half 

Joint  lives  of 

a  Burgage  held  of  the  Lord 

grantor  and 

of  the  said  Borough  by  the 

grantee 

ancient  yearly  rent  of  6d. 
and  formerly  in  the  occupa¬ 
tion  of  Richard  Fylewood  or 
his  assigns  afterwards  of 
Thomas  Buller  and  now  or 

late  of  John  Taylor  his  as¬ 
signs  or  of  what  the  said 
ancient  Burgage  may  con¬ 
sist  wheresoever  any  part 
or  parts  of  the  same  is  or 
are  situate  or  in  whose  pos¬ 
session  the  same  or  any  part 
thereof  now  is  or  are  . 

* 

20.  Thomas 

All  that  Burgage  messuage 

Charles  Med- 

in  my  own  occupation  in 

win  of  Hor- 

the  Scarf olkes  (objected  to 

sham  Gent  con¬ 
veyance  dated 

as  split)  .... 
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20th  &  2ISt 

October  1786 
from  John  Ellis 
Esq.,  and  others 
to  myself  in  fee 
2 1 .  William  Rick- 
word  of  Hor¬ 
sham  surgeon 
conveyance 
dated  nth.  & 
12th.  January 
1793  from  Vis¬ 
countess  Irwin 
for  lives  of 
grantor  and 
grantee 


22.  Thomas  Mann 
of  Horsham 
Tallow  Chand¬ 
ler  conveyance 
dated  15th.  & 
1 6th  September 


Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 

Wilder— 

Jones. 

All  that  ancient  Burgage  for- 

merly  Bookers  consisting  of 

all  that  messuage  or  tene- 

ment  brewhouse  stables  edi- 

fices  and  buildings  in  Hor- 

sham  in  North  Street  is 

the  occupation  of  William. 

Chambers  abutting  upon  a 

tenement  formerly  of 

Richard  Curtis  on  the  North 

on  a  tenement  formerly  of 

Samuel  Caffyn  on  the  South 

and  lands  of  John  Passell  and 

a  piece  or  plott  of  Burgage 

land  containing  in  length 

36  ft.  and  in  breadth  20  ft. 

formerly  the  inheritance  of 

Benjamin  Borer  to  the  lands 

of  John  Passell  on  the  East 

on  the  Kings  Highway  lead- 

ing  from  the  Market  Place 

to  Roffey  on  the  West  and 

also  all  that  piece  of  Burgage 

land  herein  before  described 

to  contain  36  ft.  in  length 

and  20  ft.  in  breadth  with  a 

passage  to  and  from  the  same 

4 

which  ancient  Burgage  is 

now  in  the  occupation  of 

William  Nye  and  is  held  by 

the  Rent  of  6d.  . 

All  that  garden  or  piece  of 

Burgage  land  situate  within 

the  Borough  of  Horsham  in 

the  occupation  of  William 

Potter  being  part  of  a  tene- 

ment  called  Perry  Place  for-  | 
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1791  from  Ro¬ 
bert  Hurst  Esq 
to  him  for  life 


23.  William  Agate 
of  Horsham 
Farmer  con¬ 
veyance  20th 
&  21st.  Nov¬ 
ember  1795 
from  Lady  Ir¬ 
win  for  joint 
lives  of  grantor 
and  grantee 

24.  John  Attree 
of  Brighthelm- 
stone  linen- 
draper  convey¬ 
ance  12  th  & 
13th.  Septem¬ 
ber  1791  from 
Thomas  Charles 
Medwin  to  him 
for  life 


25.  Horace  Ellis 
of  Horsham 
Gent  convey¬ 
ance  dated 
20th.  &  21st. 
October  1806 
from  Lady  Ir- 


merly  the  estate  of  William 
Coe  afterwards  of  Thomas 
Smith  since  of  Matthew 
White  then  of  Robert  Gar¬ 
dener  and  late  of  Edward 
Burnell  (objected  to  as 
split)  .... 

All  that  antient  Burgage  for¬ 
merly  Edward  Parkers  con¬ 
sisting  of  a  croft  of  the  name 
of  Hollands  croft  lying  in  the 
East  Street  of  Horsham  in 
the  occupation  of  John  Tay¬ 
lor  holden  of  the  Lord  by 
the  rent  of  is.  . 


All  that  piece  of  land  contain¬ 
ing  in  length  44  ft.  and  in 
breadth  33  ft.  situate  in  the 
Scarfox  in  the  occupation 
of  the  said  Thomas  Charles 
Medwin  being  the  portion  of 
a  Burgage  and  parcel  of  a 
tenement  heretofore  called 
the  Red  Lion  formerly  the 
estate  of  Robert  Tredcroft 
afterwards  of  Elizabeth  Nye 
widow  of  Henry  Nye  before 
her  marriage  Elizabeth  Tred¬ 
croft  daughter  of  the  said 
Robert  Tredcroft  and  since 
of  James  Baker  Gent  (ob¬ 
jected  to  as  split) 

All  that  ancient  Burgage 
called  Dennis  Croft  consist¬ 
ing  of  a  close  of  land  con¬ 
taining  2  acres  in  the  Scarfox 
of  Horsham  in  the  occupa¬ 
tion  of  William  Smith  Esq 
heretofore  the  estate  of 
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win  to  himself 
for  joint  lives 
of  grantor  and 
grantee 

26.  Samuel  Row¬ 
land  of  Hor¬ 
sham  Mason, 
conveyance 
12th,  &  13th. 
September  1791 
from  Thomas 
Charles  Medwin 
to  him  for  life 


27.  William  Hards 
of  Horsham 
Brandy  Mer¬ 
chant  convey¬ 
ance  dated 
nth  &  12th 
January  1793 
from  Lady  Ir¬ 
win  for  joint 
lives  of  grantor 
and  grantee 

28.  John  Groom- 
bridge  of  Hor¬ 
sham  carpenter 
from  Robert 
Hurst  Esq  to 
him  for  life, 
conveyance 
15th  &  16th. 
September  1791 


Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 


Henry  Lintott  held  by  the 
rent  of  6d. 


All  that  piece  of  land  contain¬ 
ing  in  length  26  ft.  and  in 
breadth  6  ft.  situate  in  the 
Scarfox  in  the  occupation  of 
the  said  Thomas  Charles 
Medwin  being  the  portion  of 
a  Burgage  and  parcel  of  a 
tenement  heretofore  called 
the  Red  Lion  formerly  the 
estate  of  Robert  Tredcroft 
afterwards  of  Elizabeth  Nye 
widow  of  Henry  Nye  before 
her  marriage  Elizabeth  Tred¬ 
croft  daughter  of  the  said 
Robert  Tredcroft  and  since 
of  James  Baker  gentleman 
(objected  to  as  split)  . 

All  that  antient  Burgage  for¬ 
merly  Bishopps  afterwards 
Seals  and  since  Thomas 
Rowlands  lying  in  the  East 
Street  heretofore  in  the  oc¬ 
cupation  of  Mr.  Blake  held 
by  the  rent  of  2d. 


•All  that  messuage  situate  in 
the  Scarfox  late  in  the  oc¬ 
cupation  of  Catherine  Din- 
nage  widow  and  of  J ohn 
Caffyn  being  parcel  of  a 
tenement  called  Barnhouse 
formerly  the  estate  of 
Henry  Whyttal  and  since 
of  Thomas  White  held  in 
free  and  common  Burgage 
(objected  to  as  split)  . 
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Wilder— 

Jones. 

29.  Sands  Chap- 

All  that  ancient  Burgage  for- 

man  Esq  of 

merly  Thomas  Sheppards 

Horsham  con- 

known  by  the  name  of  the 

veyance  20th 

Starr  Inn  with  the  shops 

&  2 1st  October 

brewhouse,  stable,  ware- 

1806  from  Lady 

house,  buildings  outhouses 

Irwin  to  him 

garden  and  backside  in  the 

for  lives  of 

South  Street  heretofore  the 

grantor  and 

estate  of  Charles  Eversfield 

grantee 

late  of  Guildford  Vinall  by 
the  rent  of  4d.  . 

30.  John  Wickens 

All  that  messuage  situate  in 

of  Lewes  Gent 

the  South  Street  heretofore 

conveyance 

in  the  occupation  of  Thomas 

15th.  &  16th. 

Lintott  afterwards  of  Thomas 

September  1790 

Somersett  and  now  of  John 

from  Robert 

Lanham  being  parcel  of  a 

Hurst  Esq,  to 

tenement  formerly  the  estate 

him  for  life 

of  Arthur  Woodgate  and 
John  Woodgate  afterwards 
of  John  Somersett  and  since 
of  Thomas  Somersett  held  in 
free  and  common  Burgage 

(objected  to  as  split)  . 

X  X 

31.  Thomas  Cragg 

All  that  ancient  Burgage  for- 

of  Horsham 

merly  Snellings  sometime 

Watchmaker 

Smallwells  consisting  of  one 

conveyance 

messuage  garden  backside 

dated  19th  & 

and  now  consisting  of  2 

20th  October 

messuages  coachouses  stable 

V 

1801  from  Lady 

cowhouse  2  gardens  yard 

Irwin  to  him 

and  backside  lying  in  Scar- 

for  lives  of 

fox  heretofore  the  estate  of 

grantor  and 

Thomas  Waterton  and  late 

grantee 

in  the  tenure  of  Phillip 
Holland  and  Henry  Gravely 
since  of  Charles  Cooper  and 
Henry  Game  and  now  or 
late  in  the  tenure  of  Richard 
Thornton  J ames  Thornton 
and  Richard  Thornton  the 
younger  holden  by  the  rent 

Fitzh  arris — 

Palmerston. 
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32.  Richard 
Thornton  of 
Horsham 
Schoolmaster 

33.  John  Gill  of 
Beeding  alias 
Seal  Gent  20th. 
&  2 1st  October 
1806  Lady  Ir¬ 
win  to  J  ohn 
Gill  for  lives  of 
grantor  and 
grantee 


34.  George  Daw¬ 
son  of  Horsham 
Farmer  con¬ 
veyance  20th 
&  2 1st.  October 
1806  from  Sir 
H.  Fletcher 
Bart  to  him  for 
life 


35.  Alexander 
Luxford  of 
Horsham  Fell- 
monger  con¬ 
veyance  dated 
the  nth  &  12th 
January  1793 


Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 


of  6d.  and  which  were  con¬ 
veyed  by  Lady  Irwin  to 
Charles  Smith  and  then  by 
Charles  Smith  to  Lady 
Irwin  .... 

For  a  portion  of  a  Burgage 
described  in  the  rolls  of 
1611  as  belonging  to  Thomas 
Patchinge  late  Pennycodes 

All  that  antient  Burgage  for¬ 
merly  called  Ockendens  late 
Snellings  otherwise  Ockle- 
dens  heretofore  the  estate 
of  William  Greenfield  con¬ 
sisting  of  a  messuage  barn 
backside  garden  orchard 
and  appurtenances  in  the 
Scarfox  in  the  occupation 
of  William  Shalford  and 
Robert  Gates  held  by  the 
rent  of  is. 

All  that  close  of  meadow  or 


X 


*0  a 
•-<  0 

H  1 — . 


pasture  land  called  the  Gaol 
Field  containing  one  acre  & 
24  perches  situate  in  the 
North  Street  formerly  the 
estate  of  Richard  Lintott 

-  -  being  parcel  of 

certain  lands  called  Gaol 
lands  late  in  the  occupation 
of  Edward  Tredcroft  Clerk 
and  now  of  J  ames  White 


Gent  being  an  entire  Bur¬ 
gage  held  by  the  rent  of  is. 
(objected  to  as  split)  . 

All  that  ancient  Burgage  or 


those  ancient  Burgages  for¬ 
merly  Bishopps  afterwards 
Seals  since  Blacklands  and 
late  Rowlands  consisting  of  2 
fields  formerly  but  one  field 
containing  8  acres  part  of 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 
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from  Lady  Ir¬ 
win  for  lives  of 
grantor  and 
grantee 


36.  Thomas  Kil- 
ner  of  Horsham 
Farmer  20th  & 
21st.  October 
1806  from  Sir 
Henry  Fletcher 
to  him  for  life 


37.  Henry  Pen¬ 
fold  of  Hor¬ 
sham  Gent  con¬ 
veyance  dated 
the  nth  & 
12th.  January 
1793  from  Lady 
Irwin  for  lives 
of  grantor  and 
grantee 


38.  Edward  Sted- 
man  of  Hor¬ 
sham  Farmer 
conveyance 
dated  the  20th. 
&  2 1st  1806 
from  Sir  Henry 


Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 


■S  £ 

•T3  O 


which  is  now  used  as  a 
garden  and  on  part  of 
which  a  hovel  or  other 
buildings  has  been  erected 
in  the  East  Street  of  Hor¬ 
sham  in  the  occupation  of 
Robert  Hurst  Esq.,  held  by 
the  rent  of  6d.  . 

All  that  parcel  of  meadow 
called  the  Three  Corner 
Field  containing  2  acres  1 
rood  5  perches  heretofore 
enclosed  but  now  lying  open 
in  a  certain  piece  of  land 
called  the  paddock  situate 
in  the  North  Street  late 
in  the  possession  of  William 
Smith  Esq  and  now  of 
Robert  Hurst  Esq  which 
said  meadow  is  parcel  of 
gaol  lands  formerly  the 
estate  of  Richard  Lintott 
(objected  to  as  split)  . 

All  that  antient  Burgage  for¬ 
merly  Bishopps  and  late 
Turners  consisting  of  a  mes¬ 
suage  garden,  backside,  out¬ 
house,  stable,  brewhouse, 
and  buildings  in  the  South 
Street  called  the  Bell  after¬ 
wards  the  Green  Dragon  and 
late  the  Starr  and  now  or 
late  in  the  occupation  of 
Phillip  Chasemore  and  Isaac 
Cragg  held  by  the  rent  of  2d. 

All  that  meadow  called  Hilly 
Field  containing  5  acres  1 
rood  16  perches  heretofore 
enclosed  but  now  lying  open 
in  a  certain  piece  of  land 
called  the  paddock  situate 
in  the  North  Street  formerly 


£ 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 
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Voters’  Names  and 
Additions. 

Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 

Wilder— 

Jones. 

Fletcher  to 

in  the  possession  of  William 

him  for  life 

Smith  Esq  and  now  of 
Robert  Hurst  Esq  joining 
on  the  East  to  Jeremys 
Croft  and  brewhouse  mead 
and  on  the  North  to  Hor¬ 
sham  Common  part  of  gaol 
lands  formerly  the  estate 

of  Richard  Lintott  - 

being  one  entire  Burgage 
held  by  the  rent  of  is.  (ob- 

jected  to  as  split) 

X  X 

39.  Drew  Cham- 

All  that  antient  Burgage  or 

pion  of  Hor- 

those  antient  Burgages  for- 

sham  Baker 

merly  Potters  consisting  of  a 

conveyance 

close  of  land  lying  in  the 

dated  20th  & 

Borough  of  Horsham  in  the 

21st.  June  1802 

occupation  of  Robert  Hurst 

from  Lady  Ir- 

Esq  sometime  since  in  the 

win  to  him  for 

occupation  of  J ohn  Boreman 

lives  of  grantor 

or  his  assigns  and  before 

and  grantee 

them  in  the  occupation  of 
John  Wells  or  his  assigns 
afterwards  of  Ann  Cook  or 
her  assigns  late  of  William 
Sandham  Gent,  but  now  or 
late  of  Robert  Hurst  Esq 
called  Potters  Croft  con¬ 
taining  2  acres  adjoining  the 
lands  of  Matthew  White 
Gentleman  dec’d.  and  late 

of  Elizabeth  Arnold  on  the 
North  to  the  lands  of  Arthur 
Rowland  formerly  in  the 
occupation  of  Henry  Waller 
and  late  of  Ann  Cook  and 
now  or  late  of  the  said 
Robert  Hurst  on  the  South 
the  highway  called  Friday 
lane  leading  from  the  North 
Street  to  Cobbets  Bridge 
on  the  West  and  to  lands 

4 
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Additions. 

Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 

I,  </) 

a>  «4 

40.  Thomas 

formerly  in  the  occupation 
of  Mr.  Williamson  late  of 
Richard  Cock  but  now  of 
John  Pilfold  on  the  East 
held  by  the  rent  of  2s. 

All  that  meadow  called  Brew- 

Knight  of  Slin- 

house  Mead  containing  4 

fold  Farmer. 

acres  and  28  perches  hereto- 

4th.  &  5th  July 

fore  enclosed  but  now  lying 

1788  from  Sir 

open  in  a  piece  of  land  called 

Henry  Fletcher 

the  paddock  situate  in  the 

to  him  for  life 

North  Street  in  the  posses- 

sion  of  William  Smith  Esq 
and  adjoins  on  the  South  to 
the  three  corner  field  parcel 
of  gaol  lands  formerly  the 
estate  of  Richard  Lintott 

-  being  an  entire  Bur- 

gage  held  by  the  rent  of  is. 
(objected  to  as  split) 

X  X 

41.  Henry  Weller 

All  those  ancient  Burgages 

of  Horsham 

formerly  of  William  Slater 

Weaver  con- 

the  elder  called  the  George 

veyance  nth. 

and  late  Bottings  consisting 

&  12th.  Janu- 

of  a  messuage  or  tenement 

ary  1793  from 

outhouses  garden,  backside 

Lady  Irwin  for 

and  premises  in  the  North 

lives  of  grantor 

Street  formerly  the  estate 

and  grantee 

of  John  Wicker  Esq  deceased 

formerly  in  the  occupation  of 

V 

Sarah  Briggs  widow,  and 
now  of  Edward  Dubbins  and 
also  all  that  barn  stable  yard 
and  close  of  meadow  ground 
in  the  North  Street  contain¬ 
ing  3  acres  and  an  half  called 
the  George  mead  formerly 
the  estate  of  Henry  Yates 
Esq  in  the  occupation  of 
Thomas  Bryant  since  of  Ann 
Pope  the  elder  widow  but 
now  of  William  Ellis  and 
Ralph  Jones  by  the  yearly 
rent  of  2s.  ... 

x 


x 


x 


x 
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Additions. 

Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 

Wilder — 

Jones. 

1  s 
i  0 
.S3 

C  Ui 

s  § 
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42.  John  Heath 

All  that  scite  or  toft  of  a 

of  Horsham 

certain  messuage  formerly 

Road  Surveyor 

situate  in  or  near  the  East 

20th.  &  2 1st 

Street  with  back  side  and 

October  1806 

garden  called  Broadbridges 

from  Thomas 

heretofore  the  estate  of  J  ohn 

Charles  Medwin 

Bennet  sometime  afterwards 

to  him  for  life 

of  Phillip  Chasemore  then  of 
William  Mill  since  of  Mat¬ 
thew  White  and  late  of 
Elizabeth  Arnold  (objected 
to  as  split) 

X  X 

43.  Thomas  Lloyd 

All  that  ancient  Burgage  or 

of  Horsham 

those  ancient  Burgages  for- 

Farmer  con- 

merly  Elliotts  consisting  of  a 

veyance  2nd.  & 

croft  of  land  containing  two 

4rd.  Tuly  1802 

acres  in  the  East  Street  in 

from  John  Lin- 

the  occupation  of  John 

tott  of  the  Bor- 

Taylor  held  by  the  rent  of 

ough  of  Hor¬ 
sham  Butcher 
for  the  lives  of 
Lady  Irwin  and 
Lintott 

2S.  . 

X  X 

44.  John  Knight 

All  that  piece  of  land  con- 

of  Capel  Surrey 

taining  in  length  from  East 

yeoman  2nd.  & 

to  West  136  feet  and  in 

3rd.  January 

breadth  from  North  to  South 

1792  from  Ro- 

32  feet  situate  in  the  South 

bert  Hurst  Esq 
to  him  for  life 

street  in  the  tenure  of  the 
said  Robert  Hurst  abutting 
to  the  garden  plott  formerly 

part  of  the  Wonder  or  Tal¬ 
bott  Inn  on  the  South  side 

thereof  which  said  piece  of 
land  is  parcell  of  a  tenement 

formerly  the  estate  of  Ed¬ 
ward  Parkhurst  and  Eliza- 

beth  his  wife  afterwards  of 
Matthew  White  since  of 

George  Arnold  and  late  of 
Thomas  Parham  held  in  free 

and  common  Burgage  (ob¬ 
jected  to  as  split) 

X  X 
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45.  Richard  Tro- 
ward  of  Pall 
Mall  Esq  13th, 
&  14th.  Octo¬ 
ber  1793  from 
Lady  Irwin  for 
lives  of  grantor 
and  grantee 


46.  Joseph  Ether¬ 
idge  of  Hor¬ 
sham  Farmer 
20th.  &  21st. 
October  1806 
from  Sir  Henry 
Fletcher  to  him 
for  life 


Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 


All  that  ancient  Burgage  or 
ancient  Burgages  heretofore 
of  Thomas  Smith  and  Eliza¬ 
beth  his  wife  in  right  of  the 
said  Elizabeth  his  wife  sister 
and  co-heiress  of  John  Jenner 
deceased  called  the  Chequer 
consisting  of  a  messuage 
barn,  backside  and  garden 
adjoining  but  now  consisting 
of  five  messuages  barns, 
slaughter  house  and  stable 
with  the  courts  yards,  gar¬ 
dens,  backsides  and  premises 
in  the  North  street  hereto¬ 
fore  in  the  occupation  of 
William  Weller  Robert 
Weller  Samuel  Bryant  Ann 
Weller  widow  and  now  of 
Benjamin  Hall  Ann  Jones 
widow  Elizabeth  Grantham, 
Richard  Figg  John  Jupp 
Edward  Dubbins,  Thomas 
Griffith  William  Roberts 
held  by  the  rent  of  is.  6d.  . 

All  that  parcel  of  meadow 
containing  by  estimation  5 
acres  more  or  less  part  of  a 
certain  mead  called  great 
mead  heretofore  enclosed 
but  now  lying  open  in  a 
certain  piece  of  land  called 
the  paddock  formerly  in  the 
possession  of  William  Smith 
Esq  and  now  of  Robert 
Hurst  Esq  and  adjoins  on 
the  East  to  Hilly  field  and 
Brewhouse  mead  and  on  the 
West  to  a  croft  next  Bean- 
bridge  called  Steeles  Croft 
and  is  part  of  gaol  lands 
formerly  the  estate  of 
Richard  Lintott  -  held 


in  free  and  common  Burgage 
(objected  to  as  split)  . 


X 


X 


X  X 
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47.  Phillip  Chase- 
more  of  Hor¬ 
sham  Butcher 
nth.  &  12th. 
January  1793 
from  Lady  Ir¬ 
win  for  lives  of 
grantor  and 
grantee 


48.  William 
Chambers  of 
Horsham  tan¬ 
ner  20th.  & 

21st.  October 
1806  from  Sir 
Henry  Fletcher 
to  him  for  life 


49.  Edward  Dub¬ 
bins  of  Hor¬ 
sham  Surgeon 
nth.  &  12th. 
January  1793 
from  Lady  Ir¬ 
win  for  joint 
lives  of  grantor 
and  grantee 


Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 


All  that  ancient  Burgage  for¬ 
merly  called  Pollards  Croft 
consisting  of  a  croft  in 
Scarfox  in  Horsham  contain¬ 
ing  3  acres  called  Pollards 
Croft  alias  the  Watering 
Pond  field  heretofore  in  the 
tenure  of  John  Wicker  Esq 
afterwards  of  Sir  Thomas 
Broughton  Bart  and  now 
of  William  Smith  Esq  which 
croft  is  held  by  the  rent 
of  is. 

All  that  meadow  called 
Jeremys  Croft  containing  1 
acre  3  roods  and  8  perches 
heretofore  enclosed  but  now 
lying  open  in  a  certain  piece 
of  land  called  the  Paddock 
situate  in  the  North  street 
in  the  possession  of  Robert 
Hurst  Esq  adjoining  on  the 
South  to  Brewhouse  mead 
and  North  to  Horsham  Com¬ 
mon  part  of  gaol  lands  for¬ 
merly  the  estate  of  Richard 

Lintott - held  in  free  and 

common  Burgage  (objected 
to  as  split) 

All  that  ancient  Burgage  or 
those  Burgages  formerly 
Andrew  Robinsons  consist¬ 


<u  £ 
'd  £ 


x 


X 


ing  of  a  messuage  barn, 
stable,  garden  and  orchard, 
and  backside  called  Gillhams 
in  the  East  street  in  the 
occupation  of  John  Taylor 
and  also  all  that  close  of  land 
lying  on  the  East  side  of  the 
said  tenement  called  Gill- 
hams  being  parcel  of  Gill- 
hams  containing  3  acres  in 
the  occupation  of  John 
Taylor  . 


X 


X 
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50.  Nathan  Blake 
of  Horsham 
Innholder  20th. 
&  21st.  October 
1806  from  Sir 
Henry  Fletcher 
to  him  for  life 


51.  William 
Joanes  of  Hor¬ 
sham  Surveyor 
nth.  &  12th. 
January  1793 
from  Lady  Ir¬ 
win  for  joint 
lives  of  grantor 
and  grantee 


52.  Henry  Park- 
hurst  of  Itch- 
ingfield  Farmer 
15th  &  16th. 
September  1791 
from  Robert 
Hurst  Esq  to 
him  for  life 


53.  Thomas  Lin- 
tott  of  Hor¬ 
sham  patten 
maker  27th  & 
28th.  October 
1806  from 
Charles  Elphick 
to  Thomas  Lin- 
tott  for  the 
lives  of  Lady 
Irwin  and  Rich¬ 
ard  Williamson 


Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 


All  that  messuage  and  garden 
in  the  North  street  formerly 
the  Estate  of  Richard  Lin- 

tott  deceased - late  in 

the  occupation  of  Edward 
Tredcroft  clerk  and  now  of 
James  White  being  an  entire 
Burgage  held  by  the  rent  of 
is.  (objected  to  as  split) 

All  that  ancient  Burgage  for¬ 
merly  Beatrix  Constables 
consisting  of  one  messuage 
barn,  stable,  buildings,  and 
now  3  messuages  slaughter 
house,  pound,  garden,  gates 
or  gate  place  yard  backside 
and  close  of  land  containing 
one  acre  of  land  situate  in 
the  East  Street  late  in  the 
occupation  of  Ralph  Jones 
Phillip  Chasemore  and  held 
by  the  rent  of  is. 

All  that  Brewhouse,  stable 
slaughterhouse,  and  garden 
or  piece  of  Burgage  land 
situate  in  the  South  Street 
in  the  occupation  of  John 
Taylor  parcel  of  a  tenement 
formerly  the  estate  of  John 
Osmer  afterwards  of  Henry 
Groombridge  and  late  of 
James  Benson  (objected  to 
as  split)  .... 

All  that  ancient  Burgage  for¬ 
merly  Barkers  consisting  of 
a  messuage  now  divided  into 
two  messuages  with  other 
buildings  outhouses,  gardens, 
and  backsides  called  Ryes 
garden  in  the  Scarfox  near 
unto  the  scite  of  the  Common 
pound  there  holden  by  the 
rent  of  2d.  in  the  occupa¬ 
tion  of  John  Hobbs  Thomas 
Dendy  and  Charles  Goodjer 


X  X 


X  X 


X 


X 


X 


X 
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Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 


fe 
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54.  Robert  Caffyn 
of  Horsham 
peruke  maker 
20th.  &  21st. 
October  1806 
from  Robert 
Hurst  Esq  to 
him  for  life 

55.  John  Heath 
of  Horsham 
Yeoman  20th  & 
21st  February 
1801  fron  Lady 
Irwin  for  joint 
lives  of  grantor 
and  grantee 


56.  John  Stone 
the  younger  of 
Horsham  Far¬ 
mer.  20th  & 
2 1st.  October 
1806  from  Rob- 
bert  Hurst  Esq 
to  him  for  life 


57.  John  Stone  of 
Horsham  Far¬ 
mer  20th.  & 


All  that  field  in  the  North 
Street  called  by  the  name  of 
Butlers  containing  one  acre 
and  an  half  of  land  more  or 
less  now  in  the  possession 
of  the  said  Robert  Hurst 
held  in  free  and  common 
Burgage  (objected  to  as  split)  X 

All  that  ancient  Burgage  for¬ 
merly  of  Edward  Parkhurst 
and  Elizabeth  his  wife  con¬ 
sisting  of  one  messuage 
horse  mill  and  garden  and 
since  converted  into  and 
now  consisting  of  two 
messuages,  stable,  outhouses, 
buildings  garden  and  back¬ 
side  in  the  South  street 
near  to  the  Market  House 
there  between  the  Messuage 
of  Isaac  Terry  afterwards  of 
George  Wildish,  late  of 
Phillip  Chasemore  on  the 
North  and  a  messuage  of 
William  Coe  gent  since  of 
John  Lindfield  Gent  after¬ 
wards  of  Henry  Griffith  and 
late  of  Thomas  Summers  on 
the  South  . 

All  that  messuage  situate  in 
the  Scarfox  formerly  in  the 
occupation  of  Catharine 
Dinnage  widow  adjoining  on 
the  North  to  a  messuage  for¬ 
merly  in  the  occupation  of 
John  Caffyn  being  parcel  of 
a  tenement  called  Barnhouse 
formerly  the  estate  of  Henry 
Whyttal  and  since  of  Thomas 
White  (objected  to  as  split)  X 

All  that  messuage  in  the  South 
Street  late  in  the  possession 
of  John  Pilfold  called  Had- 


X 


X 


X  X 


Wilder- 
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Voters’  Names  and 
Additions. 

Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 

Wilder — 

Jones. 

1 

2  ist.  October 

mans  formerly  the  estate  of 

1806  from 

Henry  Patching  afterwards 

Thomas  Charles 

of  John  Roberts  since  of 

Medwin  to  him 

Robert  Hall  then  of  James 

for  life 

Pilfold  and  late  of  the  said 
John  Pilfold,  objected  to  as 

split  .... 

X  X 

58.  John  Hunt 

All  that  messuage  situate  in 

of  Horsham 

the  South  street  formerly  the 

Grocer  20th.  & 

estate  of  Edward  Parkhurst 

2  ist.  October 

and  Elizabeth  his  wife  after- 

1806  from 

wards  of  Matthew  White 

Robert  Hurst 

since  of  George  Arnold  and 

to  him  for  life 

late  of  Thomas  Parham  late 
in  the  occupation  of  the 
said  Robert  Hurst  and  now 
of  Sarah  Smith  (objected  to 

as  split)  .... 

X  X 

59.  George  Pot- 

All  that  messuage  and 

terton  of  Sul- 

Butchers  shop  situate  in 

lington.  Vic- 

the  South  street  in  the  occu- 

tualler  15th.  & 

pation  of  John  Taylor  parcel 

1 6th.  Septem- 

of  a  tenement  formerly  the 

ber  1791  from 

estate  of  John  Osmer  after- 

Robert  Hurst 

wards  of  Henry  Groombridge 

Esq  to  him  for 

and  late  of  James  Benson 

life 

(objected  to  as  split)  . 

X  X 

60.  John  Grace  of 

All  that  ancient  Burgage  for- 

Horsham  cur- 

merly  called  Snellings  and 

rier  14th.  & 

belonging  to  John  Pilfold 

* 

15th.  December 

consisting  of  one  messuage 

i8ox  from  Lady 

barn  and  buildings  but 

Irwin  for  joint 

now  two  messuages  garden, 

lives  of  grantor 

orchard,  and  backside  in 

and  grantee 

the  Scarfox  near  to  the 
waste  ground  there  called 
the  green  holden  by  the  rent 
of  6d.  .... 

61.  John  Rawli- 

All  that  messuage  situate  in 

son  of  Hor- 

the  South  Street  late  in  the 

sham.  Wine 

occupation  of  the  Revd 

merchant  15th. 

George  Marshall  and  now  of 

x 


x 


Fitzharris — 

Palmerston. 
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Voters’  Names  and 
Additions. 


Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 


&  i 6th.  Sep¬ 
tember  1791 
from  Robert 
Hurst  Esq  to 
him  for  life 


62 .  Richard  Grin- 
stead  of  Hor¬ 
sham  yeoman 
14th.  &  15th. 
December  1801 
from  Lady  Ir¬ 
win  for  joint 
lives  of  grantor 
and  grantee 


Richard  Cragg  being  parcell 
of  a  tenement  formerly  the 
estate  of  Arthur  Woodgate 
and  John  Woodgate  after¬ 
wards  of  John  Somersett 
and  since  of  Thomas  Somer¬ 
sett  (objected  to  as  split)  . 

All  those  ancient  Burgage  or 
Burgages  called  Grandfords 
and  Ockendens  consisting  of 
two  messuages,  brewhouse 
stable,  shed,  buildings  gar¬ 
dens  and  backsides  and  also 
3  closes  of  arable  and  pasture 
ground  containing  7  acres 
and  an  half  and  also  the  wain 
way  leading  from  the  Scar- 
fox  into  one  of  the  said  closes 
situate  in  the  said  Scarfox 
in  the  occupation  of  William 

Hammond  -  Draper 

widow  and  Richard  William¬ 
son  held  by  the  2  several 
rents  of  i2d.  being  one 
entire  Burgage  containing 
2  acres  of  land  in  2  crofts 
called  Ockendens  together 
with  a  certain  lane  being  a 
highway  by  the  rent  of  I2d. 


X 


rd  y 


and  also  certain  other  tene- 


X 


63.  James  Herry- 
ett  of  Horsham 
Bricklayer 
20th.  &  2 1st. 
October  1806 
from  Sir  Henry 
Fletcher  to  him 
for  life 


ments  being  one  entire  Bur¬ 
gage  consisting  of  one  mes¬ 
suage  barn,  backside  and 
garden  3  acres  called  Grand¬ 
fords  by  the  rent  of  I2d.  . 

All  that  messuage  and  back¬ 
side  with  an  orchard  and 
croft  called  the  Housefield 
containing  2  acres  in  the 
North  Street  formerly  the 
estate  of  Richard  Lintott 

-  late  in  the  occupation 

of  Edward  Tredcroft  clerk 

15 


X  X 


Fitzharris — 

Palmerston. 
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Voters’  Names  arid 
Additions. 

Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 

Wilder— 

Jones. 

and  now  of  James  White 
being  an  entire  Burgage  held 
by  the  rent  of  is.  (objected 
to  as  split) 

X  X 

64.  George 
Phillips  of  Hor¬ 
sham  gentle¬ 
man  17th.  & 

1 8th.  May  1790 
from  Robert 
Hurst  Esq  to 
him  for  life 

All  that  piece  of  Burgage 
ground  being  an  orchard 
situate  in  the  East  street  in 
the  occupation  of  Henry 
Cock  heretofore  the  inheri¬ 
tance  of  Samuel  White 
gentleman  being  Burgage 
tenure  and  holden  by  the 
rent  of  2d.  (objected  to  as 
split)  .... 

X  X 

65.  Thomas 
Briggs  of  Hor¬ 
sham  cord- 

wainer  15th.  & 

1 6th.  Septem¬ 
ber  1790  from 
Robert  Hurst 
Esq  to  him  for 
life 

All  that  messuage  situate  in 
the  South  Street  of  the 
Borough  of  Horsham  here¬ 
tofore  in  the  occupation  of 
James  Woolven  afterwards 
of  David  Davidson  since 
of  John  Wickens  late  of 
William  Murrell  parcel  of 
a  tenement  formerly  the 
estate  of  Arthur  Woodgate 
and  John  Woodgate  after¬ 
wards  of  John  Somersett 
and  since  of  Thomas  Somer¬ 
sett  (objected  to  as  split)  . 

X  X 

66.  Thomas  An- 
sell  of  Horsham 

All  that  messuage  situate  in 
the  South  street  heretofore 

Miller  15th.  & 

1 6th.  Septem¬ 
ber  1791  from 
Robert  Hurst 
Esq.  to  him  for 
life 

in  the  occupation  of  John 
Honey  afterwards  of  John 
Wickens  and  late  of  William 
Murrell  formerly  the  estate 
of  Arthur  Woodgate  and 
John  Woodgate  afterwards 
of  John  Somersett  and  since 
of  Thomas  Somersett  (ob¬ 
jected  to  as  split) 

X  X 

67.  William 
Sayers  of  Hor¬ 
sham  Farmer. 

All  that  piece  of  land  con¬ 
taining  in  length  from  East 
to  West  37  ft.  and  in  breadth 

Fitzharris — 

Palmerston. 
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Voters’  Names  and 
Additions. 


Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 


20th.  &  2ISt. 

October  1 806 
from  Robert 
Hurst  Esq  to 
him  for  life 


68.  William 
Tasker  of  Hor¬ 
sham  Yeoman 
15th.  &  16th. 
September  1791 
from  Robert 
Hurst  Esq  to 
him  for  life 


69.  Edward 
Briggs  of  Hor¬ 
sham  Carpenter 
15th.  &  1 6th. 
September  1791 
from  Robert 
Hurst  Esq  to 
him  for  life 


70.  Richard 
Bourn  of  Warn- 
ham  Farmer 


from  North  to  South  21  ft. 
together  with  the  coach 
house  and  stable  thereupon 
erected  situate  in  the  South 
street  late  in  the  possession 
of  the  said  Robert  Hurst 
and  now  of  Mrs.  Sarah  Smith 
formerly  the  estate  of  Ed¬ 
ward  Parkhurst  and  Eliza¬ 
beth  his  wife,  afterwards  of 
Matthew  White  since  of 
George  Arnold  and  late  of 
John  Parham  (objected  to 
as  split)  .... 

All  that  messuage  situate  in 
the  South  street  heretofore 
in  the  occupation  of  John 
Waller  afterwards  of  James 
Oakes  since  of  Thomas 
Sommersett  and  now  of  John 
Lanham  being  parcel  of  a 
tenement  formerly  the  estate 
of  Arthur  Woodgate  and 
John  Woodgate  since  of 
John  Somersett  and  late  of 
Thomas  Somersett  (objected 
to  as  split) 

All  that  messuage  or  tenement 
situate  within  the  Borough 
of  Horsham  now  in  the  oc¬ 
cupation  of  Thomas  Jones 
parcel  of  a  tenement  called 
Perry  Place  formerly  the 
estate  of  William  Coe  after¬ 
wards  of  Thomas  Smith  since 
of  Matthew  White  since  of 
Thomas  Gardiner  and  late 
of  Edward  Burnell  (objected 
to  as  split) 

All  that  messuage  situate 
within  the  Borough  of  Hor¬ 
sham  now  in  the  occupation 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


Wilder- 
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Voters’  Names  and 
Additions. 


Burgage  Houses  and  Burgage  Lands. 

g* 

15th.  &  16th 
September  1791 
from  Robert 
Hurst  Esq  to 
him  for  life 

71.  John  Vaus 
of  Itchingfield 
Yeoman  15th. 
&  1 6th  Septem¬ 
ber  1791  from 
Robert  Hurst 
Esq  to  him  for 
life 

72.  Richard 
Thornton  Junr 
of  Horsham 
Common, 
Brewer,  1st.  & 
2nd  May  1800, 
from  Robert 
Hurst  Esq  to 
him  for  life 

73.  John  Shear- 
smith  of  Hor¬ 
sham,  Surgeon, 
22nd  &  23rd 
October  1 804, 
from  Robert 
Hurst  Esq  to 
him  for  life 


of  Elizabeth  Terry  widow 
parcel  of  the  tenement  called 
Perry  Place  and  formerly 
the  estate  of  the  said  William 
Coe  etc  (objected  to  as  split) 
All  that  messuage  situate 
within  the  Borough  of  Hor¬ 
sham  now  or  late  in  the 
tenure  of  William  Potter 
parcel  of  the  said  tenement 
called  Perry  Place  formerly 
the  estate  of  the  said  William 
Coe  etc.  (objected  to  as  split) 
All  that  messuage  in  the  South 
street  of  the  Borough  of 
Horsham  late  in  the  occupa¬ 
tion  of  the  said  Robert 
Hurst  being  part  or  parcel 
of  the  Wonder  or  Talbot 
Inn,  heretofore  the  estate 
of  John  Linfield  Esq  (ob¬ 
jected  to  as  split) 

All  that  messuage  which  was 
formerly  part  of  the  Wonder 
or  Talbot  Inn  situate  in  the 
Borough  of  Horsham  with 
the  shops,  woodhouse,  and 
buildings  thereto  belonging, 
as  the  same  are  now  in  the 
occupation  of  Thomas  Mann 
and  also  of  all  that  stable 
and  loft  over  the  same 
which  was  also  formerly 
part  of  the  said  Wonder  or 
Talbot  Inn,  in  the  possession 
of  Thomas  Summers  all 
which  premises  are  Burgage 
tenure,  being  the  portion  of 
a  Burgage  and  holden  by  the 
rent  of  2d. 


X  X 


X  X 


X  X 


X  X 

44  44 


29  29 


THOMAS  MEDWIN 
Poll  Clerk. 


Fitzharris — 

Palmerston. 
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In  Mr.  Meridew  s  “  A  count  ”  of  the  Borough  in  1764,  we 
are  shown  “  voats  ”  lying  in 

“  a  Plott  of  ground  at  the  East  end  of  an  orchard  ”  (31). 

“  a  lomp  of  old  houses  ”  (35). 

“  a  plott  of  ground  behind  these  houses  eastwards  ”  (36). 

“  A  little  plott  of  ground  rent  id.  per  year  ”  (40). 

“  the  South  part  of  a  house  ”  (54). 

“  The  north  part  of  the  same  house  ”  (55), 

and  in  the  account  of  the  Burgage  holdings  given  in  the 
1806  poll  book  we  see  votes  attached  to  land  of  all  shapes, 
including  the  shape  of  a  church  steeple  (No.  14),  and  sizes 
from  the  area  of  a  cottage  parlour  or  kitchen  to  an  8-acre 
field  (No.  35),  and  from  the  “  gates  and  gateplace  ”  of  a  house 
in  East  Street  to  the  “  Capital  Mansions  and  grounds  in  the 
North  Street  called  Cockmans  ”  (No.  12)  (Horsham  Park). 
Altogether,  these  full  lists  of  voting  qualifications  give  an 
interesting  and  curious  picture  of  the  varied  and  fantastic 
shapes  into  which  time  and  the  exigencies  of  unscrupulous 
electioneering  had  turned  these  once  ordinary  real  properties. 

The  Bailiffs  declared  Messrs.  Wilder  and  Jones  duly 
elected  ;  but  as  Lady  Irwin’s  candidates  immediately  claimed 
that  they  ought  to  be  returned,  as  they  had  the  greater  number 
of  whole  Burgage  votes  and  as  a  petition  against  any  Return 
was  a  foregone  conclusion,  the  Bailiffs,  doubtless  remembering 
the  heavy  damages  in  which  their  predecessors  of  1790  were 
mulcted  for  making  a  false  Return  and  being,  so  far  as  we 
are  aware,  without  any  indemnification  by  the  Duke  or  any 
one  else,  upon  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Troward  and  without 
any  opposition  from  the  Duke’s  Counsel  compromised  the 
situation  by  making  a  double  Return.  By  one  indenture 
they  returned  Messrs.  Wilder  and  Jones  as  duly  elected, 
and  by  another  indenture  they  returned  Lords  Fitzharris  and 
Palmerston  as  duly  elected,  thus  putting  upon  the  House  of 
Commons  the  onus  of  proving  who  were  the  rightful  Members. 
Against  these  Returns  three  petitions  were  presented,  one  by 
Messrs.  Wilder  and  Jones,  one  by  Lords  Fitzharris  and  Pal¬ 
merston,  and  one  by  some  of  Messrs.  Wilder’s  and  Jones’ 
electors. 
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The  Petition  of  Lords  Fitzharris  and  Palmerston  stated  : — 
“  That  a  considerable  majority  of  legal  votes  had  been 
given  at  the  Election  in  favour  of  the  petitioners  ;  but 
that  the  Bailiffs  who  were  the  Returning  Officers  of  the 
Borough,  having  admitted  a  greater  number  of  illegal 
votes  to  be  put  on  the  poll  in  favour  of  Messrs.  Wilder 
and  Jones,  the  latter  gentlemen  therefore  obtained  a 
colourable  majority  ;  and  the  said  Bailiffs  accordingly 
declared  them  duly  elected.  But  that  it  being  contended 
on  the  part  of  the  petitioners  that  they  ought  to  be  re¬ 
turned  the  said  Bailiffs  were  prevailed  upon  to  make 
a  double  Return,  and  by  one  indenture  returned  Messrs. 
Wilder  and  Jones  duly  elected,  and  by  another  indenture 
returned  the  Petitioners  as  duly  elected,  whereas  the 
petitioners  only  ought  to  have  been  returned  as  duly 
elected.” 


Both  the  other  petitions  were  similar  in  substance,  but 
in  favour  of  Messrs.  Wilder  and  Jones. 

The  hearing  of  these  petitions  commenced  on  the  8th  of 
January  1807  by  a  select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
consisting  of  the  following  gentlemen  : — 

Lord  Walpole,  Chairman. 

Sir  Frederick  Fletcher  Vane. 

William  Jacob  Esq. 

The  Honourable  William  Howard. 

Arthur  Atherly  Esq. 

Alexander  Tower  Esq. 

Thomas  Richard  Beaumont  Esq. 

Earl  Percy. 

John  Hearle  Tremayne  Esq. 

Sir  John  Lubbock  Bart. 

The  Flonourable  Andrew  Foley. 

Gilbert  Jones  Esq. 

John  Barry  Esq. 

Jonathan  Rayne  Esq. 

William  Dickenson  Esq. 


-Nominees. 


Counsel  for  Lords  Fitzharris  and  Palmerston  : — 
Mr.  Serjeant  Lens. 

Mr.  Dallas. 

Mr.  Taddy. 


A  DOUBLE  RETURN 


231 


Counsel  for  Messrs.  Wilder  and  Jones 

Mr.  Plumer. 

Mr.  Milles. 

Counsel  for  : — 

John  William  Commerall. 

James  Waller. 

Thomas  Mann. 

the  Electors  -<  John  Groombridge. 

John  Wickens. 

Thomas  Knight. 

Henry  Parkhurst. 

Mr.  Gurney. 

The  case  was  opened  by  the  Duke’s  Counsel  who,  in  using 
their  new  weapon,  viz.  the  right  to  split  Burgage  properties 
and  multiply  votes,  were  compelled  to  change  the  attitude 
towards  the  House  of  Commons’  resolution  of  1715  from  that 
taken  by  their  predecessors.  Instead  of  poohpoohing  it  and 
arguing  as  they  did  in  1792,  that  it  could  not  mean  what 
it  said,  they  now  contended  that  it  was  perfectly  reliable 
and  unambiguous,  that  it  was  complete  in  its  application, 
and  quite  justified  the  great  increase  in  their  number  of  Bur¬ 
gage  holdings.  Did  not  the  resolution  say  in  “  all  ”  such 
persons  as  had  an  estate  etc.  ?  No  qualifying  amount  of 
estate  was  named  and  no  one  had  a  right  to  add  a  qualifica¬ 
tion.  Only  a  further  resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons 
or  an  Act  of  Parliament  could  alter  or  expunge  the  resolution, 
and  upon  that  resolution  they  based  the  validity  of  all  their 
split  votes. 

Counsel  for  Lady  Irwin  now  contended  that  Horsham  was 
a  pure  Burgage  tenure  Borough  and  that  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons’  resolution  of  1715  was  to  be  interpreted  as  applicable 
to  pure  Burgage  tenure  Boroughs  only  ;  consequently  having 
an  estate  in  Burgage  houses  or  Burgage  lands  meant  having 
a  whole  estate,  not  part  of  an  estate  ;  the  Duke’s  split  votes 
were  therefore  invalid.  They  produced  evidence  that  29  of 
these  split  votes  were  split  since  the  Splitting  Act  of  1696  and 
for  that  reason  were  also  invalid. 

The  Duke’s  counsel  replied  that  Horsham  was  not  a  pure 
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Burgage  tenure  Borough  ;  that  the  Splitting  Act  applied 
only  to  pure  Burgage  tenure  Boroughs,  not  to  Horsham  ; 
and  they  produced  returns  of  Members  of  Parliament  for 
Horsham  from  1678  to  date,  all  of  which  were  signed  by  Bur¬ 
gesses  who  voted  in  right  of  possession  of  split  Burgages. 
They  also  contended  that  28  of  the  29  votes  for  Fitzharris 
and  Palmerston  were  mere  occasional  votes,  palpable  frauds, 
leaving  them  one  only  genuine  vote,  that  of  Nathaniel  Tred- 
croft.  In  support  of  this  contention  they  produced  as  witnesses 
the  tenants  of  Lady  Irwin’s  Burgages,  all  of  whom  stated  that 
they  paid  their  rents  to  Lady  Irwin’s  agent  and  none  of  them 
knew  anyone  of  her  candidates’  voters  as  his  Landlord.  They 
further  contended  that,  even  if  all  their  split  votes  were  in¬ 
valid,  they  were  still  entitled  to  the  seats  as  they  had  six  un¬ 
impeachable  voters  for  whole  Burgages,  whilst  Lady  Irwin’s 
candidates  had  only  one.  To  this  it  was  replied  that  not 
only  was  every  one  of  Lady  Irwin’s  candidates’  votes  in  re¬ 
spect  of  an  undivided  Burgage  traceable  to  the  1611  Survey, 
but  that  notwithstanding  the  admission  that  Lady  Irwin  was 
the  real  owner  of  all  the  properties  except  that  of  Tredcroft, 
and  that  she  held  the  deeds,  and  received  the  rents  :  and  that, 
though  some  of  these  deeds  were  executed  but  a  few  days 
before  the  Election  commenced,  every  one  of  her  candidates’ 
voters  had  a  complete  legal  investiture  of  his  whole  Burgage 
for  the  time  being,  which  was  all  that  was  necessary  to  make 
the  vote  good. 

The  greatest  interest  in  the  trial  of  this  petition  was  felt 
in  Horsham  ;  over  30  individuals  went  up  to  the  House  of 
Commons  as  witnesses,  six  of  whom  were  on  an  average  each 
over  80  years  of  age  ;  gentlemen  to  whom  at  that  great  age 
such  a  midwinter  journey  could  not  have  been  particularly 
attractive  and  who  were  well  entitled  to  the  handsome  hotel 
accommodation  and  fees  in  alleviation  of  their  discomforts. 

The  Committee  sat  for  1 1  days  and  on  the  last  day,  the 
20th  January,  resolved  : — - 

“  That  James  Edward  Harris  Esq.,  commonly  called 
Lord  Viscount  Fitzharris,  is  not  duly  returned  a  Burgess 
to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of 
Horsham  in  the  County  of  Sussex.” 
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That  Henry  Temple  Viscount  Palmerston  is  not  duly 
returned  a  Burgess  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for 
the  said  Borough.” 

And  also  : — 

That  Francis  John  Wilder  Esq.  is  duly  elected  a 
Burgess  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  said 
Borough.” 

That  Love  Parry  Jones  Esq.  is  duly  elected  a  Burgess 
to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  said  Borough.” 

And  also  : — 

That  the  said  Petitions  did  not  either  of  them  appear 
to  the  said  select  Committee  to  be  frivolous  or  vexatious.” 

The  Chairman  was  directed  to  report  to  the  House. 

The  two  successful  Members  held  their  seats  for  but  a  very 
short  period,  three  months  only  ;  the  new  Parliament,  the 
“  Parliament  of  all  the  Talents,”  lived  but  six  months,  and 
was  dissolved  on  the  29th  April  1807. 


One  might  reasonably  think  that  so  recent  an  Election, 
with  its  subsequent  petitions  and  determination  of  a  House 
of  Commons’  Committee,  and  so  expensive  to  both  parties, 
would  have  satisfied  them  that  any  expectation  of  a  different 
result  from  another  Election  at  the  end  of  so  short  a  time 
would  be  futile,  but  Lady  Irwin,  after  standing  a  siege  for 
sixteen  years,  and  having  lost  the  seats,  appears  to  have  been 
determined  to  recapture  them.  She  still  looked  upon  the 
Borough  as  her  own,  and  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  the 
seats  as  her  proper  perquisites.  She  was  therefore  prepared 
again,  even  at  so  short  a  period,  with  two  more  candidates 
at  the  general  Election  following  the  dissolution,  and  on 
nth  and  12th  May  1807  another  contest  took  place  at  Hor¬ 
sham. 

The  candidates  standing  in  Lady  Irwin’s  interest  were 
Joseph  Marryatt,  Esq.,  and  Henry  Goulbourn,  Esq. 

The  candidates  standing  in  the  Duke’s  interest  were  Love 
Parry-Jones-Parry,  Esq.,1  and  Sir  Samuel  Romilly. 

1  On  the  14th  February  1807,  Major  Love  Parry  Jones,  whilst  M.P.  for 
Horsham,  assumed  the  additional  surname  and  arms  of  Parry  and  so  appeared 
as  candidate  again.  He  was  afterwards  M.P.  for  the  County  of  Carnarvon. 
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As  this  Election  took  place  in  the  same  Court  Leet  year 
as  the  last  Election,  the  same  Bailiffs  presided  at  the  Hustings 
as  Returning  Officers.  There  had  been  but  few  changes  in  the 
electoral  conditions,  and  these  few  were  but  unimportant  ones. 

All  the  Burgage  holdings,  the  whole  and  the  divided,  stood 
exactly  as  in  1806  ;  the  same  deeds,  the  few  genuine  and 
the  many  bogus  ;  all  were  used  again.  There  was  but  one 
change  in  Lady  Irwin’s  candidates’  voters,  that  of  Mr.  Merri- 
field  instead  of  his  partner  in  practice,  Mr.  Troward,  and  only 
four  changes  caused  by  death  or  removal  in  the  Duke’s  candi¬ 
dates’  voters.  The  same  poll  clerks  again  took  the  same  votes, 
and  indeed  in  all  essentials  the  Election  was  conducted,  and 
the  result  of  the  poll  in  relation  to  the  opposing  interests,  was 
precisely  as  in  1806. 

The  first  Burgess  to  vote  was  Charles  Smith,  one  of  the 
Duke’s  faggot-voters.  Mr.  Taddy,  one  of  Lady  Irwin’s 
Counsel,  objected  to  his  vote  as  a  split  vote,  and  questioned 
him  as  to  how  long  he  had  had  his  conveyance.  At  first  he 
declined  to  answer.  He  was  told  he  must  answer,  whereupon 
he  stated  he  had  it  at  the  time  of  its  date,  and  since  then 
several  times.  “  Then,”  retorted  Mr.  Taddy,  “  you  must 
have  given  it  back  several  times.”  Mr.  Taddy  then  asked 
him  whether  Mr.  Hurst  applied  to  him  to  buy  the  Burgage  or 
whether  he  applied  to  Mr.  Hurst  to  sell  it ;  upon  which  Mr. 
Hurst  interposed,  claiming  the  right  to  do  so  as  an  elector, 
and  as  the  grantor  named  in  the  conveyance  to  Mr.  Smith. 
Mr.  Taddy  denied  Mr.  Hurst’s  right  to  interfere,  and  renewed 
his  questioning  of  Mr.  Smith,  but  Smith  declined  answering 
any  further,  saying,  “  everything  would  be  found  in  the 
deeds,”  which  statement,  if  honest,  certainly  proved  his 
ignorance  of  their  contents.  Mr.  Taddy  expressed  his  regrets 
that  Mr.  Gurney  and  Mr.  Medwin  had  advised  their  voters 
not  to  answer  questions  ;  he  had  hoped  they  might  have  a 
viva  voce  Election,  instead  of  a  parchment  one.  He  warned 
the  Bailiffs  that  the  only  ground  upon  which  they  could 
accept  votes  was  upon  that  of  their  entirety.  Smith  was 
tendering  for  a  part  only,  which  part  came  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Splitting  Act  of  1696;  whereas  he  must  have  the 
whole  Burgage  to  be  in  accordance  with  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons’  resolution  of  1715-  Mr.  Gurney  said  the  vote  must 
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be  accepted,  and  argued  that  the  Committee  of  1806  had 
determined  so  on  the  best  evidence  of  the  usage  of  the  Borough 
of  Horsham  ;  that  Smith  voted  at  the  last  Election,  and  that 
his  vote  was  established  by  that  Committee  ;  Mr.  Taddy 
denied  that  the  1806  Committee  had  come  to  any  resolution 
on  this  point,  and  again  called  upon  the  Bailiffs  to  refuse  the 
vote  ;  “  Mr.  Medwin,”  he  said,  “  could  fabricate  as  many  parts 
as  he  pleased  ;  they  were  like  the  House  that  Jack  built ; 
Horsham,  by  these  means,  ought  to  become  a  very  populous 
place.”  Mr.  Thornton,  one  of  the  Bailiffs,  remarked  that 
Smith’s  title-deeds  were  for  a  plot  of  ground,  not  a  house, 
and  as  it  was  of  Burgage  tenure,  they  should  accept  his  vote. 

Nearly  all  the  Duke’s  faggot-voters  were  asked  by  opposing 
Counsel  how  long  they  had  held  their  properties  ;  whether 
they  had  paid  anything  for  them,  and  similar  pertinent 
questions  ;  most  of  them  declined  to  answer. 

On  the  other  side,  all  of  Lady  Irwin’s  faggot-voters  were 
asked  if  the  properties  for  which  they  were  now  voting  were 
the  same  as  those  for  which  they  had  voted  in  1806  ;  and  all 
except  Mr.  Merrifield,  who  took  the  place  of  Mr.  Troward, 
answered  in  the  affirmative.  Mr.  Tredcroft  was  asked  no 
question. 

At  this  Election  it  was  noticed  Lady  Irwin’s  “  snatch 
papers,”  instead  of  being  taken  from  a  bag  and  put  back 
again  by  Mr.  Troward  when  done  with,  were  brought  and 
taken  away  severally  and  respectively  by  the  faggot-voters 
themselves. 

The  result  of  the  poll  was  : — 

For  Love  Parry-Jones-Parry,  Esq.  .  .  44 

,,  Sir  Samuel  Romilly  .  •  -44 

,,  Joseph  Marryatt,  Esq.  .  .  .  '  29 

,,  Henry  Goulbourn,  Esq.  .  .  .29 

The  Bailiffs  on  this  result  felt  no  difficulty  in  deciding 
upon  what  Return  to  make.  There  had  been  the  same  kind 
of  questions  and  challenges  to  voters  ;  the  same  kind  of 
wrangling  between  opposing  Counsel  as  at  previous  Elections, 
but  at  the  conclusion  of  neither  of  the  two  previously  contested 
Elections  had  the  Bailiffs,  as  Returning  Officers,  so  clear  a 
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course  as  they  had  now  ;  they  had  not  laid  themselves  open 
to  a  prosecution,  as  had  their  predecessors  in  1790  ;  there 
had  been  no  animadversion  upon  their  conduct  at  the  last 
Election  at  the  hearing  of  the  subsequent  petitions,  when  the 
select  Committee  gave  the  seats  to  those  candidates  who 
received  the  greater  number  of  votes.  Mr.  Taddy  pressed 
for  a  double  Return  again,  but  in  reply  Mr.  Thornton  said 
that  in  the  Bailiffs’  opinion  a  double  Return  would  be  a  false 
Return,  and  they  therefore,  without  question  or  hesitation, 
returned  Mr.  Parry  and  Sir  Samuel  Romilly  as  duly  elected  ; 
a  Return  which,  in  addition  to  the  majority  of  votes,  the 
identical  44  votes  of  1806,  had  the  great  weight  of  the  recent 
House  of  Commons’  Committee’s  decision  behind  it.  Indeed, 
one  might  wonder  with  what  ground  or  hope  and  with  what 
vigour  Lady  Irwin,  now  74  years  of  age,  could  again  have 
contested  the  seats  when  all  the  circumstances  were  almost 
identical  with  those  under  which  she  had  so  recently  been 
defeated. 

But  neither  Lady  Irwin’s  hope  nor  vigour  was  exhausted  ; 
she  could  not  have  expected  to  win  the  Election  by  a  majority 
of  votes,  nor  could  she  have  looked  for  success  to  the  per¬ 
suasive  powers  of  her  Counsel  in  getting  the  Bailiffs  to  recog¬ 
nise  the  superior  quality  of  them  as  compared  with  that  of 
the  Duke’s  votes.  She  must  have  looked,  as  in  1 790,  beyond 
the  poll,  to  a  new  select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  we  shall  see  with  what  good  prospects  of  success  her  legal 
advisers,  with  their  expert  knowledge  of  Election  petitions, 
might  urge  her  luck  again  against  the  Duke. 

Beside  the  absence  of  any  scientific  or  legal  certainty  as 
to  the  right  of  Election  at  Horsham  ;  and  the  reluctance, 
perhaps  fear,  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  probe  too  deeply 
into  the  varieties  and  peculiarities  of  the  Parliamentary  con¬ 
stitutions  of  the  ancient  Boroughs,  strong  enough  sometimes, 
as  will  be  seen,  to  withstand  Acts  of  Parliament,  there  was 
always  at  least  a  gambling  chance  in  the  constitution  of  the 
select  Committees.  It  was  notorious  that  those  partisan 
influences,  so  apparent  in  the  determination  of  Election 
petitions  before  the  passing  of  the  Grenville  Act,  were  not 
altogether  eradicated  by  the  transference  of  the  hearing  of 
these  petitions  to  select  Committees.  Indeed,  it  was  com- 
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monly  said  :  “  Tell  me  the  names  on  the  Committee  and  I 
will  tell  you  their  verdict  before  the  evidence  is  given.”  It 
might,  indeed,  easily  happen  that,  however  high  the  integrity 
of  the  gentlemen  composing  these  Committees,  a  determining 
point  might  be  raised,  or  a  position  reached,  upon  which  their 
political  or  personal  bias,  possessed  consciously  or  uncon¬ 
sciously  in  a  greater  or  lesser  degree  by  all,  might  reverse  in 
Lady  Irwin’s  favour  both  the  findings  of  the  former  Committee 
and  the  late  verdict  of  the  Hustings. 

At  least  one  of  the  candidates  plainly  saw  the  insecurity 
of  the  Horsham  seats.  Sir  Samuel  Romilly,  who  in  the  late 
Parliament  was  Solicitor-General,  in  his  “  Memoirs,”  writes  : — 

“  May  9th  1807.  After  almost  despairing  of  being  able 
to  get  any  seat  in  Parliament  my  friend  Pigott  ”  (Attorney- 
General)  “  has  at  last  procured  me  one.  The  Duke  of 
Norfolk  has  consented  to  bring  me  in  for  Horsham.  It 
is,  however,  but  a  precarious  seat ;  I  shall  be  returned, 
as  I  shall  have  a  majority  of  votes  which  the  late  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  House  of  Commons  declared  to  be  good 
ones,  but  there  will  be  a  petition  against  the  Return  by 
the  candidates  who  will  stand  in  Lady  Irwin’s  interest, 
and  it  is  extremely  doubtful  what  will  be  the  event  of 
the  petition.” 

“  On  May  10th  Sunday,”  he  writes  further:  “  I  went 
down  to  Horsham.  The  election  began  on  Monday  the 
Ilth  and  was  not  over  till  the  I2th,  though  the  numbers 
polled  were  only  44  for  Major  Parry  Jones  and  myself, 
and  29  for  the  other  candidates  ;  but  the  taking  down 
by  the  poll  clerks  of  the  description  of  every  Burgage 
tenement  from  the  deeds  of  the  voters  was  a  very  long 
operation.  I  came  away  Monday  night  before  the  Elec¬ 
tion  was  over.” 

Subsequent  events  proved  the  intelligence  of  Sir  Samuel’s 
anticipations;  Lady  Irwin’s  candidates  petitioned  against 
the  Return  ;  and  the  petition,  couched  in  language  almost 
word  for  word  with  the  petitions  in  1806,  came  on  for  hearing 
on  the  9th  February  1908. 

The  Committee  consisted  of  the  following  gentlemen, 
selected  as  before  : — 
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John  Blackburne  Esq.  Chairman. 

Henry  Fane  Esq. 

George  Hibbert  Esq. 

The  Honourable  Charles  Lawrence  Dundas. 
Henry  Bonham  Esq. 

Anthony  Hardolph  Eyre  Esq. 

Richard  Benyone  Esq. 

Sir  John  St.  Aubyn  Bart. 

David  Clephane  Esq. 

Sir  Jacob  Henry  Astley  Bart. 

James  Ramsey  Cuthbert  Esq. 

Magens  Doreen  Magens. 

The  Honourable  William  Henry  Littleton. 


Counsel  for  petitioners  : — 

Mr.  Serjeant  Lens. 

Mr.  Dallas. 

Mr.  Taddy. 

Counsel  for  Sitting  Members 
Mr.  Milles. 

Mr.  Wilson. 

Mr.  Gurney. 

Again,  the  whole  of  the  evidence  produced,  examined, 
and  cross-examined  at  the  hearing  of  the  last  petition  was 
submitted  to  the  same  treatment.  There  was  the  same  post- 
chaising  and  coaching  to  London  and  back  ;  there  were  the 
same  witnesses  with  their  expensive  Inn  accommodation  and 
other  charges  ;  the  same  running  to  and  fro  of  lawyers,  clerks, 
and  officials ;  the  same  questions  and  answers,  put  and 
obtained  by  almost  the  same  Counsel.  Into  the  short  period 
between  the  hearing  of  the  1806  and  1807  petitions  no  new 
circumstance  had  entered  upon  which  these  learned  Counsel 
could  construct  a  new  case,  make  new  claims,  or  enjoy  fas¬ 
tidious  differences  of  interpretation  ;  nor  in  the  settlement  of 
the  many  recent  petitions  to  the  House  against  undue  Returns 
in  other  Boroughs  could  they  find  matter  that  by  any  stretch 
of  imagination  could  be  made  to  apply  to  Horsham.  They 
were  left  with  but  the  same  stale  arguments,  now  threadbare 
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through  so  much  use  in  former  petitions,  and  they  could  only 
make  such  a  difference  in  presenting  them  as  was  afforded 
by  the  few  incidental  changes  that  had  taken  place  ;  mere 
transitory  alterations  that  did  not  touch  the  methods  of 
Election.  Under  these  circumstances,  with  whatever  con¬ 
fidence  Lady  Irwin  and  her  advisers  might  have  invested  her 
petition,  it  is  not  surprising  that  her  friends  and  supporters 
at  Horsham  entertained  but  little  hope  of  its  success. 

One  is  struck  by  this  great  anachronism  :  these  learned 
and  up-to-date  Counsel,  forced  by  the  want  of  Parliamentary 
Reform  to  stand  up  in  these  desperate  contests  of  rival 
Borough  patrons  and  to  contend  for  the  privileges  of  the 
Dark  Ages  ;  applying  and  re-applying  archaic  arguments  for 
them  well  into  the  nineteenth  century,  when  the  packhorse 
was  quite  forgotten,  the  stage  coach  doomed,  and  the  steam 
railway  train  already  on  its  first  wheels ;  and  when  the 
intellectual,  impatient,  and  determined  democracies  of  the 
large  industrial  centres,  Manchester,  Birmingham,  Leeds, 
Sheffield,  and  other  places,  jealous  of  the  franchise  denied 
them,  and  largely  confined  by  the  mercenary  or  capricious 
dictates  of  a  few  individuals  to  rotten  Boroughs  like  Horsham, 
were  knocking  at  the  doors  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament  and 
loudly  demanding  admission. 

The  Committee,  after  sitting  fifteen  days,  concluded  its 
business  on  the  26th  February  1808,  when  it  resolved  : — 

“  That  Sir  Samuel  Romilly,  Knight,  and  Love  Parry- 
Jones-Parry  Esq.  are  not  duly  elected  Burgesses  to  serve 
in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham 
in  the  County  of  Sussex.” 

And  also  : — 

“  That  Joseph  Marryatt  and  Henry  Goulbourne, 
Esquires,  are  duly  elected  and  ought  to  have'  been  re¬ 
turned  Burgesses  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for 
the  said  Borough.” 

And  also  : — 

“  That  the  opposition  of  the  said  Sir  Samuel  Romilly, 
Knight,  and  Love  Parry-Jones-Parry  to  the  said  Peti¬ 
tions  does  not  appear  to  the  said  Committee  to  be 
frivolous  or  vexatious.” 

The  chairman  directed  to  report  the  same  to  the  House. 
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It  is  surely  very  remarkable  that  this  Committee,  con¬ 
sisting  of  the  same  number  of  gentlemen,  chosen  in  the  same 
manner,  with  the  same  powers  and  duties,  and  the  same 
scope  of  enquiry  as  the  Committee  of  1807,  and  with  precisely 
the  same  votes  and  evidences  to  deal  with,  should  have  come 
to  a  conclusion  completely  different  from  theirs.  We  do  not 
know  whether  it  was  by  a  large  or  small  majority  or  by  an 
unanimous  verdict  that  the  Duke  was  awarded  the  victory 
in  1807,  but  we  have  seen  some  very  curious  inside  evidence 
as  to  the  devious  and  uncertain  course  the  1808  Committee 
took  to  arrive  at  its  ultimate  verdict,  and  when  we  see,  as 
we  do  in  this  evidence,  the  instability  of  their  mind,  their 
deliberate  flouting  of  the  Splitting  Act  of  1696  and  their 
halting  attempt  to  amend  the  House  of  Commons’  Resolution 
of  1715,  we  may  see  how  well  founded  were  Sir  Samuel 
Romilly’s  apprehensions,  and  any  surprise  we  may  have  felt 
at  the  reversal  of  the  1807  verdict  melts  away : — 

“  The  Committee  on  this  ”  (the  concluding)  “  day  came 
first  to  resolutions  that  neither  the  Splitting  Act  nor 
occasionality  attached  to  the  right  of  voting  at  Horsham. 

“  It  seems  Mr.  Hibbert  who  had  appeared  to  support 
the  case  of  the  sitting  Members  throughout  the  whole 
discussion  had  been  on  the  24th  (the  previous  day) 
incautiously  drawn  into  conversation  with  Mr.  Holford 
the  petitioners’  nominee  on  the  subject  of  rent  as  in¬ 
separably  incident  to  Burgage  but  who  speciously  ad¬ 
mitted  that  the  smallest  fraction  of  the  current  coin, 
even  a  farthing  was  sufficient  if  such  rent  had  been 
apportioned. 

“  To  this  doctrine  Mr.  Hibbert  assented  and  not  con¬ 
sidering  the  consequences  of  a  resolution  to  this  effect 
as  likely  to  involve  the  fate  of  the  seats  was  induced  to 
move  a  resolution  on  the  25th  ‘  That  the  right  of  Election 
at  Horsham  is  in  all  such  persons  as  have  an  estate  of 
•  inheritance  or  for  life  in  Burgage  houses  or  burgage 
lands  lying  within  the  Borough  of  Horsham  whose  rents 
have  been  apportioned.’ 

“  When  this  resolution  was  moved  by  Mr.  Hibbert, 
the  Hon.  Mr.  Littleton  (supposing  it  friendly  to  the  sitting 


THE  DUKE’S  MEMBERS  UNSEATED 


241 


Members  and  not  aware  of  its  consequences)  seconded  it, 
and  after  considerable  argument  it  was  carried  just  at 
the  rising  of  the  Committee  on  that  day. 

“  Mr.  Martin  afterwards  represented  to  Mr.  Hibbert 
that  the  resolution  which  had  been  carried  was  super¬ 
adding  a  qualification  to  the  right  of  Election  at  Horsham 
contrary  to  the  last  resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons 
in  1715  and  that  he  was  apprehensive  that  it  might  be 
the  means  of  losing  the  seats  of  the  sitting  Members. 
He  should  therefore  the  next  morning  move  to  rescind 
the  resolution. 

“  Mr.  Hibbert  appeared  surprised  and  concerned  by 
this  communication,  and  the  following  day,  Friday  the 
26th,  Mr.  Hibbert’s  resolution  by  the  casting  vote  of  the 
Chairman  was  rescinded,  Mr.  Hibbert  himself  on  the 
conviction  of  his  own  error  voting  with  the  majority. 
Upon  a  motion  or  amendment  moved  by  Mr.  Holford 
‘  that  evidence  of  rent  however  small  ought  to  appear 
in  order  to  constitute  a  Burgage  tenement,’  Mr.  Martin 
argued  that  none  of  the  rents  of  Lady  Irwin’s  (Burgages) 
could  by  any  possibility  be  apportioned  because  no  Court 
had  been  held  since  the  dates  of  the  conveyance  of  the 
voters  in  the  interests  of  the  Petitioners,  and  that  as  the 
sitting  Members  had  at  all  events  three  votes  and  the 
Petitioners  only  one  vote  unimpeached,  the  seats  must 
be  retained  by  the  sitting  Members.  The  motion  was 
however  carried. 

“  A  resolution  was  then  moved  and  carried  (in  which 
Mr.  Bonham  went  over  with  Mr.  Fane)  ‘  That  the  poll 
book  should  be  considered  as  evidence  of  the  apportion¬ 
ment  of  rents  and  (strange  to  relate)  it  was  accordingly 
received  as  evidence  of  apportionment  although  contain¬ 
ing  but  a  mere  copy  or  extract  from  the  conveyance  to 
the  different  voters.  The  members  of  the  Committee 
(as  it  is  understood)  who  voted  for  this  absurd  resolution 
were  Messrs.  Fane,  Bonham,  Eyre,  Benyone,  Clephane, 
Mayers,  Holford,  and  Sir  John  St.  Aubyn.  Against 
Messrs.  Hibbert,  Dundas,  Cuthbert,  Lyttleton,  Martin, 
and  Sir  Jacob  Astley  8  to  6.’ 

“  It  is  understood  that  Mr.  Blackburne  would  have 
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voted  for  the  sitting  Members  on  an  equality  of 
votes.”  1 

Sir  Samuel  Romilly  himself  writes  :  11  The  Committee 
of  the  Horsham  petition  which  had  decided  all  the  ques¬ 
tions  raised  by  Counsel  in  favour  of  the  sitting  Members, 
finally  decided  against  them  upon  a  question  of  law,  which 
had  never  been  insisted  upon  by  Counsel  for  the  petitioners 
and  which  was  quite  incapable  of  being  supported.  The 
effect  of  it  however  is  to  exclude  me  from  Parliament 
and  put  an  end  for  the  present  ...  to  my  political 
existence.”  2 

The  names  of  Sir  Samuel  Romilly  and  Love  Parry- Jones- 
Parry,  Esq.,  were  duly  erased  from  the  Returns  and  from  the 
roll  of  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  in  their  places 
were  inserted  those  of  Joseph  Marryatt  and  Henry  Goulbourn, 
Esquires. 

Lady  Irwin  did  not  live  to  see  the  victory  of  her  cause  ; 
she  died  at  Temple  Newsam  on  the  20th  November  1807,  and 
was  buried  at  Whitkirk  Church  close  by  before  her  petition 
could  be  heard.  Although  in  electioneering  craftiness  and 
determination  a  match  for  the  Duke,  with  no  more  thought 
for  the  political  rights  or  desires  of  the  Inhabitants  of  Hor¬ 
sham  than  for  those  of  Timbuctoo,  her  appearance  and 
private  character  present  a  complete  contrast  to  his.  Un¬ 
questionably  beautiful  she  was  a  thorough  gentlewoman 
whose  union  with  the  last  Lord  Irwin  was  a  model  of  domestic 
felicity  ;  a  beloved  wife  and  mother  ;  a  capable  guardian  of 
her  great  wealth  ;  while  her  undoubted  title  to  personal  re¬ 
spect  was  equalled  by  her  diffusion  of  grace  and  generous 
distribution  of  material  benefits.  With  her  ended  on  the  one 
hand  a  noble  character  and  benefactress  ;  on  the  other  hand 
the  last  representative  of  the  family  that  imposed  and  main¬ 
tained,  unchallenged  for  fifty  years,  and  uninterrupted  for 
almost  one  hundred  years,  a  complete  political  stranglehold 
upon  the  Borough  of  Horsham,  as  degrading  as  any  that  can 
be  found  in  the  Parliamentary  history  of  England. 

1  MS.  Appendix  to  “  The  Case  of  a  Double  Return  for  the  Borough  of 
Horsham”  (Copley). 

2“  Memoirs,”  Vol.  II.,  p.  243. 


Frances,  Lady  Irwin,  relict  of  Charles, 
ninth  Lord  Irwin. 


Temple  Newsam,  Yorkshire,  the  seat  of  the  Lords  Irwin  and  Frances, 

Lady  Irwin. 
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In  the  following  verses  may  be  seen  Lady  Irwin’s  political 
character'as  depicted  by  her  opponents.  This  caustic  effusion 
the  only  pre-reform  Horsham  Election  squib  so  far  as  we 
are  aware — is  undated,  but,  from  internal  evidence,  it  was 
issued  at  the  time  of  the  1807  Election  : — 

An  Humble  Imitation  of  Cowper, 

Most  Humbly  Inscribed  to  the 
Free  and  Independent  Electors 
in  the  Interest  of 
My  Lady. 

Who  at  Elections  times  of  old, 

And  you  were  forward  to  be  polled, 

Who  your  elective  Franchise  sold  ? 

My  Lady. 

When  to  the  Stewards  you  went  forth, 

To  eat  up  all  your  votes  were  worth. 

Who  sent  you  venison  from  the  North  ?  1 

My  Lady. 

When  dapper  Lords,2  so  nicely  made 
To  fit  the  Temple  Newsham  Trade, 

Who  then  at  Borough  selling  played  ? 

My  Lady. 

Who  to  give  balls  did  never  fail. 

With  Orange  at  each  head  and  tail, 

Who  fills  your  gutts  with  swelling  ale  ? 

My  Lady. 

Who  said  your  rents  I’ll  never  raise, 

As  long  as  Heaven  prolongs  my  days, 

And  who  for  this  demands  your  praise  ?  , 

My  Lady. 

Who  sent  the  Lord  of  Gordon  down,3 
To  Madam  Scandal-bags  in  town, 

That  gads  about  in  silk  so  brown  ? 

My  Lady. 


1  Temple  Newsam. 

3  Lord  William  Gordon,  her  son-in-law. 


2  Fitzharris  and  Palmerston. 

16  * 
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Who,  when  the  Lords  were  turned  about,1 
And  poor  old  Scandal-bags  did  poutt. 

Who  was  some  thousands  guineas  out  ? 

My  Lady. 

Who  fills  your  heads  with  vain  conceits. 

And  calls  your  Bailiffs  naves  and  cheats, 

Which  you  assent  to  at  her  treats  ? 

My  Lady. 

Who  made  Lord  William  2  write  you  notes. 

To  give  to  Bisshopp  3  all  your  votes. 

Which  made  you  gape  with  open  throats  ? 

My  Lady. 

And  when  for  Fuller  4  you  were  sent. 

Who  said  if  one  shows  discontent. 

I’ll  turn  him  out  or  raise  his  rent  ? 

My  Lady. 

Who  sent  the  Lawyer  Troward  down, 

That  Borough  broker  of  Renown, 

To  sell  you  all  as  if  her  own  ? 

My  Lady. 

And  when  you  swear  and  strain  your  throats, 

About  the  goodness  of  your  votes. 

For  whom  are  raised  such  pretty  notes  ? 

My  Lady. 

Who  lets  her  houses  to  you  cheap, 

The  ills  of  which  your  neighbors  reap, 

And  pay  your  poor  rates  by  the  heap  ? 

My  Lady. 

Who  for  all  this  your  freedom  sells, 

And  bids  you  for  it  ring  your  bells. 

With  loud  and  never  ceasing  knells  ? 

My  Lady. 

At  the  County  Election  held  at  Lewes,  the  15th  to  the  28th 
May  1807,  108  Horsham  Freeholders  voted.  The  Candidates 
were  the  Hon.  C.  W.  Wyndham  (West  Sussex,  unopposed), 


1  Fitzharris  and  Palmerston  unseated.  2  Gordon. 

3  Tory  Candidate  for  Shoreham  and  the  Rape  of  Bramber. 

4  Tory  Candidate  for  the  County  of  Sussex. 
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J.  Fuller,  Esq.,  Tory,  and  Colonel  Sergison,  Whig  (East  Sussex). 
The  Election  was  fought  almost  entirely  upon  the  Slavery 
question,  Fuller  having  given  great  offence  by  his  strong 
opposition  in  the  House  of  Commons  to  proposals  for  the 
abolition  of  slavery.  Of  the  108  Horsham  voters  101  voted 
for  Wyndham,  22  for  Fuller,  and  86  for  Sergison.  Of  these 
again  28  were  Burgesses  (real  and  sham)  who  also  voted  at 
the  Horsham  Borough  Election  on  the  previous  nth  May. 
Fifteen  were  in  the  Irwin  interest  and  13  were  in  the  Norfolk 
interest.  All  of  these  28  voted  for  Wyndham,  9  of  the  Irwin 
and  I  of  the  Norfolk  supporters,  making  10,  voted  for  Fuller 
and  slavery  ;  and  6  Irwin  and  12  Norfolk  supporters,  making 
18,  voted  for  Sergison  and  the  abolition  of  slavery.  Horsham 
therefore  was  strongly  against  slavery.  Every  dissenting 
Freeholder  voted  for  Sergison.  The  Duke  of  Norfolk  also 
strongly  supported  him. 


CHAPTER  X. 


Cash  Price  of  Horsham’s  Seats— The  Borough  Sold  again — The 
Reform  Act  of  1832 — Reform  Agitation. 


That  seats  in  Parliament  were  bought  and  sold  for  cash  in 
pre-Reform  days  is  common  knowledge.  The  traffic  com¬ 
mencing  in  the  seventeenth  century  had  become  general, 
open,  and  notorious  by  the  middle  of  the  eighteenth  century, 
and  continued  unchecked  right  up  to  the  General  Elections  of 
1831  and  1832.  In  1761  £ 2000  was  considered  a  fair  price  for 
a  secure  Borough  seat ;  and  by  1780-90  the  price  had  advanced 
to  £4000  and  £5000,  largely  in  consequence  of  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  rich  East  and  West  India  merchants  to  enter  Parlia¬ 
ment.1  Members  of  Parliament  for  Burgage  tenure  Boroughs 
during  this  period  were  of  two  kinds  : — those  who  accepted 
their  seats  free  of  expense  with  the  understanding  that  they 
discharged  their  duties  as  they  were  directed  by  their  Patrons, 
and  those  who  paid  cash  for  them,  and  so  saved  their  poli¬ 
tical  independence.  There  is  no  doubt  that  at  first  seats 
were  procured  by  patrons  from  political,  not  pecuniary, 
motives.  It  was  not  until  about  1780-90  that  seats  began  to 
be  sold  on  purely  cash  considerations,  and  that  purchasers 
could  obtain  them  free  of  political  stipulation. 


I  hold,”  says  Creevy,  “  that  when  one  gentleman 
held  a  gratuitous  seat  in  Parliament  from  another,  and 
any  difference  arose  in  their  politicks,  the  former  was 
bound  in  honour  to  surrender  it.”  2 


In  1809  an  Act  of  Parliament  was  passed  “  for  better  securing 
the  independence  and  purity  of  Parliament  by  preventing  the 


1  Barnett  Smith,  “  History  of  the  English  Parliament,”  Vol.  II.,  p.  297. 

2  “  Creevy  Papers,”  Vol.  II.,  p.  166. 

246 


CASH  PRICE  OF  HORSHAM’S  SEATS 


247 


procuring  or  obtaining  of  seats  in  Parliament  by  corrupt 
practices.”  Any  person  buying  or  selling  seats  was  liable 
under  this  Act  to  a  penalty  of  £1000,  and  the  Election  of  any 
person  by  such  means  was  declared  to  be  void.  But  this 
Act  proved  a  dead  letter,  for  from  the  early  reign  of  George  III. 
until  this  time  the  King  and  his  Ministers  had  spent  scores 
of  thousands  of  pounds  in  purchasing  Borough  seats  to  sup¬ 
port  their  Governments.1 

We  have  not  found  at  what  period  the  sale  of  Horsham 
seats  commenced.  Lady  Irwin  was  selling  them  in  1782  ;  2 
and  during  the  hearing  of  the  prosecution  of  the  Horsham 
Bailiffs  for  their  false  Return  in  1790,  it  was  stated  by  Counsel 
that  it  was  well  known  that  the  plaintiff,  Mr.  Baillie,3  a  West 
India  merchant,  paid  the  usual  price  on  obtaining  his  seat. 
This  statement  is  supported  by  the  following  letters  ;  the 
first  is  from  a  gentleman  at  Chichester  to  a  Horsham  solicitor, 
whom  he  supposed  to  be  Lady  Irwin’s  agent : — 

“  Dear  Sir, 

“  The  general  Election  being  so  near  at  hand,  and  a 
friend  of  mine  wishing  to  purchase  a  seat  in  the  next 
Parliament,  I  wish  very  much  to  know  whether  there  is 
any  possibility  of  obtaining  a  quiet  seat  by  means  of 
Lady  Irwin.  If  you  will  do  me  the  favour  to  make 
enquiries  on  this  subject  and  let  me  know  the  result, 
terms,  etc,  you  will  greatly  oblige,  Dear  Sir, 

“  Yours  very  sincerely 

“  Alexander  Williams 

“  Chichester, 

yd  March  1790.” 

Two  letters  from  Lady  Irwin  plainly  show  herqdea  of  the 
nature  and  value  of  a  Borough  Parliamentary  Constituency. 
Although  the  sale  of  the  seats  is  not  mentioned  in  either  of 
them,  the  inference,  we  think,  is  plain.  They  are  addressed  to 
a  Mrs.  Bridger,  a  lady  owner  of  Horsham  Burgage  property 


1  Porritt,  “  The  Unreformed  House  of  Commons,”  pp.  410  et  seq. 

2  “  Sussex  Advertiser,”  6th  January,  1783. 

3  Mr.  Baillie  was  a  negro-slave  owner  and  used  the  House  of  Commons  as 
a  platform  upon  which  to  defend  slavery. 
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“  Madam,  I  felt  myself  much  obliged  by  your  conduct 
at  the  last  Election  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham  and 
particularly  for  the  message  you  sent  my  Steward,  that 
if  he  thought  I  was  not  safe  you  would  be  ready  to  do 
any  act  to  serve  me.  I  trust  I  hope  I  shall  never  be  in 
such  a  situation  as  to  permit  him  to  say  so  with  truth, 
and  consequently  neither  myself  nor  him  can  say  so  at 
all ;  but  as  it  is  possible  it  may  not  be  long  before 
another  Election  comes  on,  as  I  hear  I  am  again  to  be 
attacked  by  the  Duke  of  Norfolk,  I  hope  you  will  have 
the  goodness  to  assist  me  by  conveying  over  your  pro¬ 
perty  to  some  friend  of  yours  who  you  can  trust  and 
who  will  vote  for  my  friends  when  the  time  comes,  and 
I  will  order  my  Steward  to  pay  your  attorney  all  the 
expenses  attendant  thereon.  I  hope,  Dear  Madam,  you 
will  excuse  this  liberty  and  accept  the  thanks  of 

“  Your  most  obedient  and  very  humble  servant, 

“  F.  Irwin 

“  Temple  Newsam 
Oct.  yth  1794.” 

“  Madam, 

“  I  take  the  first  opportunity  of  returning  many 
thanks  for  your  very  obliging  letter,  and  beg  leave  to 
assure  you  that  nothing  would  shock  me  so  much  as  the 
idea  of  hinting  anything  to  you  that  might  be  deemed 
improper  or  prejudicial  in  the  slightest  degree.  I  hope, 
Dear  Madam,  you  will  acquit  me  of  such  an  offence  or 
I  shall  feel  really  unhappy.  I  only  meant  to  solicit  the 
continuance  of  that  favour  for  which  I  art  already  so 
much  obliged,  and  that  you  would  empower  some  friends 
on  whom  you  could  rely  to  assist  me.  I  flatter  myself 
that  my  cause  is  much  too  good  to  be  in  danger,  but  it 
is  certainly  very  desirable  to  make  it  as  strong  and 
powerful  as  possible  ;  in  which  I  hope  for  your  aid  and 
protection  in  the  way  most  agreeable  to  yourself.  Should 
it  ever  be  your  design  to  part  with  your  estate  at  Hors¬ 
ham,  or  the  votes  without  the  estate,  may  I  not  hope 
you  will  allow  me  to  stand  foremost  in  your  thoughts. 
My  case  is  similar  to  your  own,  only  instead  of  one  I 
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have  five  daughters  and  am  left  a  widow  with  their 
Interest  entrusted  to  my  care.1  It  is  mortifying  and 
cruel,  I  think,  to  persecute  a  family  so  situated,  and  I 
trust  you  think  so,  too,  and  that  we  should  be  mutually 
happy  to  assist  each  other.  I  beg  pardon  for  this  long 
intrusion  and  will  only  detain  you  till  I  can  subscribe 
myself,  Dear  Madam, 

“  Your  much  obliged  humble  Servant, 

“  F.  Irwin 

“  Temple  Newsam 
Nov.  8th  1794.” 

That  the  Horsham  seats  were  sold  for  cash  both  by  Lady 
Irwin  and  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  there  is  indisputable  evidence. 
In  his  “  Memoirs  ”  Lord  Palmerston  writes  : — 

“  In  Nov.  1806,  Parliament  having  been  dissolved,  a 
general  Election  took  place.  Lord  Fitzharris  and  I  stood 
for  Horsham.  The  Borough  was  Burgage  tenure  and  the 
right  of  voting  disputed.  There  was  a  double  Return, 
each  party  petitioned,  and  the  Committee  seated  our 
opponents.  Fitzharris  and  I  paid  each  £1,500  for  the 
pleasure  of  sitting  under  the  gallery  for  a  week  in  our 
capacity  of  Petitioners ;  we  thought  ourselves  very 
unlucky,  but  in  a  short  time  came  the  change  of  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  dissolution  in  May  1807,  and  we  then 
rejoiced  at  our  good  fortune  in  not  having  paid  £5,000, 
which  would  have  been  its  price  for  a  three  months  seat.”  2 

The  Duke  of  Norfolk,  as  soon  as  he  had  obtained  the  seats 
turned  them  into  cash.  “  The  Jockey  ”  sells  his  seats.3 

Sir  Samuel  Romilly,  who  in  1805  refused  to  be  placed  in 
Parliament  by  the  Prince  of  Wales  (afterwards  George  IV.) 
for  fear  of  being  by  compulsion  an  agent  for  the  Prince, 
writes  in  his  “  Memoirs  ”  : — 

“  The  terms  upon  which  I  have  my  seat  at  Horsham 
will  be  best  explained  by  a  letter  I  wrote  to  Pigott 

1  Lady  Irwin  was  not  in  any  financial  difficulty.  An  obituary  notice  of  her 
in  the  “  Gentleman’s  Magazine,”  20th  November  1807,  states  that  “  she  died 
very  rich.” 

2  Bulwer,  “  Life  of  Palmerston,”  Vol.  I.,  p.  52. 

3  “  Creevy  Papers,”  Vol.  I.,  p.  169. 
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to-day  after  the  Election  was  over  which  I  am  glad  to 
keep  a  copy  of.  It  is  (at  least  so  much  of  it  as  relates 
to  this  subject)  in  these  words,  ‘  Though  there  is  no 
danger  that  I  should  have  misunderstood  you  yet  it 
may  be  as  well  just  to  say  while  it  is  fresh  in  both  our 
recollections  what  I  understand  to  be  the  extent  of  my 
engagement.  If  I  keep  the  seat  either  by  the  decision 
of  a  Committee  upon  a  petition,  or  by  a  compromise 
(the  Duke  and  Lady  Irwin  returning  one  Member  each) 
in  which  case  it  is  understood  that  I  am  to  be  the  Member 
to  continue,  I  am  to  pay  £ 2,000 .  If  upon  a  petition  I 
lose  the  seat  I  am  not  to  be  at  any  expense.’  1  ‘  This 

buying  of  seats  is  detestable  and  yet  it  is  almost  the  only 
way  in  which  one  in  my  situation  who  is  resolved  to  be 
an  independent  man  can  get  into  Parliament.  To  come 
in  by  popular  election  in  the  present  state  of  representa¬ 
tion  is  quite  impossible.  To  be  placed  there  by  some 
great  Lord  and  to  vote  as  he  shall  direct  is  to  be  in  a  state 
of  complete  dependence  ;  and  nothing  hardly  remains 
but  to  owe  a  seat  to  the  sacrifice  of  a  part  of  one’s 
fortune.’  ”  2 

It  is  clear  from  Sir  Samuel’s  memoirs  that  he  thought  that 
in  paying  £2,000  he  was  purchasing  an  entirely  free  seat  at 
the  Duke’s  full  price  for  Horsham.  Elsewhere  3  he  speaks 
of  the  low  price  of  the  Horsham  seats  as  compared  with 
others  ;  but  he  subsequently  found  that  there  was  a  political 
fund  formed  by  the  most  distinguished  and  wealthy  Whigs 
“  for  the  purpose  of  answering  extraordinary  occasions  ”  and 
that  his  seat  would  have  been  paid  for  entirely  from  this  fund 
but  for  his  insistence  upon  paying  himself  in  order  to  be  quite 
independent.  Seats  generally  at  this  time  were  selling  at 
from  £3,000  to  £6,000  each  per  election,  with  no  guarantee 
of  length  of  occupation,  and  in  some  cases  were  sold  at  £1,000 
per  seat  per  year  of  occupation.  We  have  seen  a  rough 

1  “  Memoirs,”  Vol.  II.,  p.  208. 

2  Ibid.,  p.  207.  Sir  Samuel  perhaps  also  knew  that  the  Duke  of  Norfolk 
sent  his  agent  in  London  to  the  House  of  Commons  to  see  that  Members  for  his 
Boroughs  voted  as  he  wanted  in  important  matters.  See  Hansard,  3rd  Series, 
Vol.  V.,  p.  373. 

8  Ibid.,  p.  243. 
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profit  and  loss  account  of  the  Duke’s  political  adventure  at 

tiorsfiam,  a  curious  piece  of  arithmetic  of  which  we  give  a 
copy : —  & 


“  Horsham  Borough. 

Expenses  of  Petition,  1790 
Expenses  preparatory  thereto. 

Expenses  and  damages  in  actions  against  the 
Bailiffs  ..... 

Purchases  of  Burgage  Property 
Expenses  of  Petition  in  1806  . 


£2,300 

700 

2,500 

7,000 

2,000 


Deduct  property  sold 


£14,500 

1,200 


Two  seats 


£13,300 

8,000 


{sic)  £4,300 

Property  left  worth  full  that  sum. 

20 th  January  1807.” 

It  appears  then  that  Lady  Irwin’s  price  for  the  Horsham 
seats  was  £5,000  each  or  £10,000  for  the  two  seats  per  Parlia¬ 
ment,  and  that  the  Duke’s  price  for  the  same  accommodation 
was  £4,000  per  seat  or  £8,000  for  the  two  seats.  This  latter 
was  the  price  estimated  by  Lord  Castlereagh  as  the  proper 
value  of  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Commons  in  1799. 1 

The  1807  Election  was  the  last  contested  Election  at 
Horsham  by  the  old  Borough  Constituency. 

Of  all  the  contested  Elections  none  of  the  Rpturns  was 
allowed  to  pass  unchallenged.  In  every  case  a  petition 
against  the  Return  was  presented.  In  all  cases  in  which  the 
petitions  were  heard  the  Returns  were  found  invalid,  and  in 
every  one  of  these  cases  the  verdict  was  given  in  favour  of  the 
Government.  Thus  in  1715,  with  the  Whigs  in  power,  the 
Horsham  Tory  Members  were  unseated.  In  1790,  with  the 


1  The  price  of  the  Steyning  seats  was  also  ,£5,000  each.  See  “Sussex 
Advertiser,”  June  1788. 
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Tories  in  power,  the  Horsham  Whig  Members  were  unseated. 
In  1807,  with  a  predominating  Whig  influence  in  the  Coalition 
Government,  the  Horsham  Whig  Members  were  seated.  In 
1808,  with  the  Whig  element  eliminated  and  another  Tory 
Government  in  Power,  the  Horsham  Whig  Members  were 
again  unseated  ;  facts  that  one  may  perhaps  regard  as  some¬ 
thing  more  than  mere  coincidences. 


Upon  the  death  of  Lady  Irwin  the  whole  of  her  estates 
went  to  the  Marquis  of  Hertford  who  had  married  her  eldest 
daughter.  This  inheritance  enabled  the  Duke  of  Norfolk 
to  acquire  by  negotiation  that  which  he  was  unable  to  take 
by  assault.  Again  the  Borough  of  Horsham  as  a  Parliamentary 
Constituency  became,  like  mere  goods  and  chattels,  the  subject 
of  sale  and  purchase  between  two  individuals  as  it  did  in  1723  ; 
with  this  difference,  that  no  financial  difficulty  now  stood  in 
the  way  of  carrying  out  the  deal.  The  vendor,  the  Marquis 
of  Hertfold,  was  quite  able  to  deliver  the  goods  and  the 
Duke  of  Norfolk  was  quite  able  and  ready  to  settle  for  them. 
Other  points  of  agreement  lay  in  the  characters  of  these  two 
men  ;  they  were  birds  of  a  feather,  about  the  same  age,  met 
in  the  same  society,  gloried  in  the  same  vices.1  In  this  deal 
and  in  the  appropriate  fact,  if  our  information  and  surmise 
be  reliable,  that  the  business  was  negotiated  by  the  Prince 
of  Wales,2  the  political  misfortunes  of  Horsham  touched  their 
nadir. 

A  survey,  made  in  1809,  °f  the  Burgage  property  in  the 
Borough  apportions  it  as  follows  : — 


1  Hertford  was  known  as  the  “  hoary  old  sinner”  (“  Beaux  of  the  Regency,” 
Vol.  II.,  p.  187. 

2  Among  some  memoranda  written  about  1832  by  the  late  Mr.  John  Browne, 
an  ardent  and  active  politician  at  Horsham,  is  the  statement  that  George  III. 
arranged  the  sale  of  the  Borough  to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk,  but  we  think  he  must 
have  meant  George  IV. ;  for,  though  George  III  largely  interfered  in  Borough 
electioneering  matters,  he  always  threw  his  influence  into  the  Tory  scale,  and  it 
is  hardly  likely  therefore  that  he  would  assist  in  handing  two  seats  over  to  a  strong 
Whig.  About  this  time,  too,  he  became  “  non  compos  mentis  ”  and  the  Prince 
of  Wales,  afterwards  George  IV.,  was  appointed  Regent.  Further,  the  Prince, 
the  Duke,  and  the  Marquis  were  all  on  intimate  terms — companions  in  de¬ 
bauchery,  in  fact. 
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Owner. 


Duke  of  Norfolk 

Sir  Henry  Fletcher  . 
R.  Hurst  Esq. 

Mrs.  Eliz.  Bridg  er  . 
C.M.  Everslield  Esq. 
John  Ellis  Esq. 

J.  W.  Comerell  Esq. 
General  Onslow  (or 
Rd.  Thornton) 

N.  Tredcroft  Esq.  . 
Lord  Wm.  Gordon. 


Marquis  of  Hertford 


Houses. 

Land. 

Acres. 

Rent. 

23 

2 

£ 0  6  I 

3 

24$ 

066 

5 

— 

017 

I 

4 

0  2  0 

— 

2 

OIO 

Gar< 

len 

002 

Do. 

002 

Do. 

002 

I 

0  1  5 

4 

3 

0  3  3 

33 

33 

198 

70 

70 

£2  12  0 

Franchise  in  14  houses. 
Property  in  9  houses. 
Property. 

Property. 

Property. 

Property. 

Franchise. 

Property. 

Property. 

Property. 

Franchise  in  3  houses  and 
the  land. 

Property  in  1  house. 
Franchise  in  7  houses. 
Property  in  26  houses. 
Franchise  in  18  acres. 
Property  in  15  acres. 


When,  in  1788,  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  decided  to  get  the 
Borough  away  from  Lady  Irwin,  he  started  to  do  so  by  forcibly 
paying  her  back  in  her  own  coin  ;  but,  as  we  have  seen,  she 
had  cornered  enough  of  that  counterfeit  commodity  to  pre¬ 
vent  his  success;  now,  in  1810-n,  to  make  a  square  deal 
with  her  heir,  he  had  to  pay  him  £91,475  1  in  “  good  and 
lawful  money.”  For  this  sum  the  whole  of  the  late  Lady 
Irwin’s  estates  at  Horsham,  from  the  noble  Hills  mansion 
and  grounds  with  no  vote  attached,  down  to  the  smallest 
one  penny  Burgage  holding  with  the  vote  attached,  passed 
from  the  possession  of  one  noble  debauchee  to  another,  and 
the  Borough  was  delivered  in  complete  political  bondage  to 
the  Duke  and  his  heirs  who  could,  and  did  henceforth,  without 
any  opposition,  get  returned  whomsoever  they  pleased  as 
Members  for  Parliament  for  Horsham. 

The  agreement  was  made  on  the  31st  December  1810,  and 
the  business  completed  on  the  30th  April  1811. 

In  the  “  Sussex  Advertiser  ”  2  we  read  : — 


“  The  Duke  of  Norfolk  has  purchased  of  the  Marquis 
of  Hertford  his  property  in  Horsham,  by  which  the 


1  Mr.  Cooper  in  Horsfield’s  “  Plistory  of  Sussex,”  Vol.  II.,  Appendix, 
p.  44,  gives  the  purchase  price  as  ,£90,000. 

2  25th  February  1811. 
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electioneering  struggles  between  the  two  parties  will  be 
put  to  an  end.  The  Ministerial  influence  will  lose  two 
Members  and  the  Irwinites  at  Horsham  will  be  losers 
annually  of  two  good  jollifications.” 

The  great  difference  between  £6,000  and  £90,000,  as  the 
prices  in  1723  and  1810  respectively,  of  political  control  of 
the  Borough,  is  accounted  for  by  three  considerations  (besides 
the  difference  in  the  value  of  money)  which,  absent  in  1723, 
were  of  great  importance  in  1810,  and  added  largely  to  the 
capital  value  of  the  transaction.  The  first  consideration  is 
that,  instead  of  only  twenty  Burgage  tenements  comprised 
in  the  sale  of  1723,  there  were  forty-one  properties,  Burgage 
and  non-Burgage,  in  the  sale  of  1811  ;  the  second  considera¬ 
tion  is  that  of  the  income  from  the  sale  of  seats  as  already 
shown  ;  and  the  third  is  that  of  the  claim  upon  Horsham 
common,  as  yet  open,  that  could  be  made  on  account  of  the 
possession  of  the  Burgages  upon  its  enclosure. 

“  A  particular  and  Rent  Roll  of  the  estate  of  the  most 
noble  the  Marquis  of  Hertford  etc.  in  the  Borough  and 
Parish  of  Horsham,”  made  in  June,  1808,  by  Mr.  T. 
Brown,  shows  that  at  that  time  “  the  income  from  the 
Estate  was  £804-6-6  1  per  annum,” 

and  was  estimated  by  him  as  worth  £807  3s.  6d.,  plus  the  value 
of  Hills  mansion,  estimated  also  by  him  at  £100.  This  total 
°f  £907  3s.  6d.,  capitalised  at  5  per  cent.,  gives  £18,143  IOs- 
as  the  intrinsic  value  of  the  estate. 

Reckoning  the  average  duration  of  Parliaments  at  four 
years,2  and  the  value  of  the  Horsham  seats  at  £5,000  each 
per  Parliament,  we  get  an  annual  income  of  £2,500,  which, 
capitalised  at  5  per  cent.,  gives  £50,000  as  the  value  of  the 
Constituency,3  leaving  £21,856  to  be  produced  from  the 
enclosure  of  the  Common. 

Details  of  the  subsequent  enclosure  of  the  Common  are 
hardly  connected  with  the  Parliamentary  history  of  the 


1  In  Lady  Irwin’s  time  the  income  was  ^462  5s-  6d.  She  was  very 
lenient  to  some  of  her  Burgage  tenants. 

2  This  is  about  the  average  from  1807  to  1832. 

3  This  is  a  very  liberal  estimate  considering  the  strength  of  the  agitation 
for  Parliamentary  Reform. 
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Borough.  It  is  sufficient  here  to  say  that  enclosure  of  Common 
lands,  very  prevalent  at  this  time  all  over  the  Country,  was 
found  to  be  an  exceedingly  profitable  enterprise  to  those 
interested  people  who  had  power,  or  powerful  friends,  in 
Parliament.  The  Duke  was  one  of  these.  Early  in  1813 
Mr.  Hurst  engineered  a  Bill  for  the  enclosure  of  Horsham 
Common,  nearly  a  square  mile  of  land,  through  the  House  of 
Commons  to  the  Lords.  This  Bill,  with  twenty  other  similar 
Bills,  received  the  Royal  assent  on  the  20th  March  of  that 
year.  By  this  Act  of  Parliament  the  Duke,  as  Lord  of  the 
Manor,  was  awarded,  that  is  to  say,  given  entirely  free  of 
any  expense,  a  considerable  portion  of  the  land,  but  it  was 
as  the  largest  Burgage  holder  that  he  was  also  awarded  the 
lion’s  share  of  it  and  was  well  repaid  for  his  outlay  on  this 
account  of  two  years  previously. 

At  the  next  general  Election,  in  1812,  Mr.  Robert  Hurst 
and  Sir  Arthur  Pigott  were  “  elected  ” — of  course  unopposed — 
as  Members  for  Horsham  on  the  12th  October.  Mr.  Hurst 
had  been  M.P.  for  Steyning,  nominated  by  the  Duke,  in  1803, 
for  which  Borough  he  sat  till  1812.  Mr.  Hurst  was  returned 
at  Horsham  at  every  subsequent  general  Election — there  was 
no  bye-election — till  1829. 

On  the  1 6th  December  1815,  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  died. 
He  was  succeeded  by  his  cousin,  Bernard  Edward,  12th  Duke, 
who,  as  a  Catholic,  was  debarred  from  taking  the  late  Duke’s 
seat  in  the  House  of  Lords.  Nevertheless,  he  took  a  keen 
interest  in  politics,  and  maintained  the  inherited  grip  upon 
the  Borough.  That  he  regarded  the  Borough  as  his  own,  and 
its  seats  in  Parliament  entirely  at  his  disposal  quite  as  thor¬ 
oughly  as  did  the  late  Duke  and  Lady  Irwin  and  the  Lords 
Irwin  may  be  seen  in  the  “  Journal  ”  of  the  Hon.  Henry 
Edward  Fox  (afterwards  4th  Lord  Holland),  who  was  returned 
M.P.  for  Horsham  at  the  general  Election  of  1826.  Fox  con¬ 
fesses  that  he  is  of  an  indolent  unambitious  nature,1  with 
no  talent  or  disposition  for  politics.2  “  Of  Politicks  I  know 
nothing,  Heaven  be  praised.”  3  Yet  his  father,  the  3rd  Lord 
Holland,  a  leading  Whig,  was  very  desirous  that  his  son 
should  be  in  Parliament.  “  A  seat  fell  vacant  at  Horsham, 


1  P.  190. 


2  P.  195- 


3  P.  203. 
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a  pocket  Borough  belonging  to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk ;  the 
latter  offered  it  to  Holland  who  accepted  it  without  waiting 
for  his  son’s  consent.”  1  Fox,  24  years  of  age,  was  then  in 
Paris,  where  he  writes,  6th  March  1826  :  “  I  had  not  been  in 
the  house  ten  minutes  before  I  was  told  I  was  a  member  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  bon  gre ,  mal  gre.  I  was  surprised  and 
annoyed.”  2  Perfectly  indifferent  to  his  new  political  duties, 
Fox  stayed  in  Paris  until  the  clamour  made  by  the  friends  of 
his  father  about  his  son’s  absence  from  the  House  of  Commons 
compelled  him  to  return  to  England  ;  but  he  was  no  more 
attentive  to  his  duties  when  in  England  than  when  in  Paris, 
to  which  latter  place  he  returned  in  July.  In  the  following 
January,  without  consulting  his  father,  he  wrote  from  Rome 
to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  resigning  his  connection  with  Parlia¬ 
ment,  and  with  the  Borough  of  Horsham,  for  which  he  had 
never  even  troubled  to  take  his  seat. 

Indeed,  the  I2th  Duke,  in  his  new  power,  appears  to  have 
given  the  Borough  a  squeeze  such  as  the  late  Duke,  with  all 
his  faults,  could  not,  we  think,  have  given.  Upon  the  passing 
of  the  Catholic  Emancipation  Bill,  which  received  the  Royal 
assent  on  the  13th  April  1829,  Mr.  Hurst,  the  same  evening, 
applied  for  the  Stewardship  of  the  Chiltern  Hundreds  in  order 
to  vacate  his  seat  and  so  make  room  for  the  Duke’s  son  and 
heir-apparent,  Lord  Surrey,  a  Catholic,  now  eligible  to  sit  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  On  the  following  4th  May  he  was 
duly  “  elected  ”  in  Mr.  LIurst’s  place. 

It  can,  we  think,  be  safely  conjectured,  and  it  was  cer¬ 
tainly  concluded  by  the  Horsham  people  that  Mr.  Hurst  had 
resigned  his  seat  under  pressure  from  the  Duke  of  Norfolk, 
and  much  concern  was  expressed  that  so  liberal  a  measure 
should  be  applied  to  them  in  so  tyrannous  a  manner — a 
circumstance  that  gave  an  even  darker  hue  to  the  political 
situation  at  Horsham  ;  but,  as  against  their  resentment,  it 
ought  to  be  stated  that  the  debtors  in  Horsham  gaol  presented 
“  an  humble  address  ”  to  the  new  Member,  congratulating 
him  upon  his  election  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham  as  the 
result  of  the  Catholic  Emancipation  Act,  “  obtained  by  the 
indefatigable  exertions  of  the  friends  of  Religious  liberty  ;  ” 

1  Note,  p.  223.  2  P.  223. 
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which  address,  we  read,  the  Earl  was  pleased  to  receive  and 
sent  the  poor  debtors  £5. 

The  new  Member  took  his  seat  on  the  6th  May.  “  This 
being  the  first  admission  of  a  Catholic  to  the  House  since  the 
passing  of  the  Relief  Act,”  reads  a  contemporary  report,  “  the 
circumstance  occasioned  some  sensation  and  the  noble  Lord 
was  warmly  greeted  by  many  of  his  friends.”  1 

At  the  last  Election  held  at  Horsham  under  the  old  system 
on  Friday,  the  29th  April  1831,  the  two  ex-Members,  the  Earl 
of  Surrey  and  Nicholas  William  Ridley  Coulbourn,  Esq.,  then 
re-elected,  clearly  held  the  Borough  in  contempt,  for  neither 
of  them  put  in  an  appearance  all  day — an  unprecedented  slight 
that  was  highly  resented.  There  had  been  immemorially 
plenty  of  entertainment  at  every  Election,  especially  under 
the  late  Duke,  but  at  this  Election  there  was  nothing  but  a 
few  legal  formalities. 

“  There  was  no  Election,  no  dinner,  no  church  bells, 
no  anything  ;  to  the  great  mortification  and  discontent 
of  the  patriotic  Electors,  and  so  indignant  were  the  Band 
that  they  covered  their  instruments  with  crepe  and 
marched  round  the  Town  playing  the  Dead  March  in 
Saul.”  2 

This  performance  of  the  band  was  prophetic,  for  on  the 
7th  June  1832  the  Reform  Bill  became  law,  and  the  Rotten 
Borough  Constituencies,  Horsham  with  the  others  hoc  genus 
omne — were  at  last  hurled  to  oblivion.  Vote-houses  lost  their 
significance,  “  snatch  papers  ”  were  thrown  into  the  W.P.B.  ; 
mere  spent  parchment  worth  now  but  a  few  pence  per  lb., 
the  handful  of  faggot-voters  were  swamped  by  the  ocean  of  the 
newly-enfranchised  people,  whilst  the  Borough  mongers,  who, 
foreseeing  the  crash,  had  cried  out  unavailingly  for  pecuniary 
compensation  for  the  loss  of  their  doomed  interests,  were  left 
with  nothing  but  the  empty  shells  of  their  patronage  in  their 
hands. 

We  cannot  forbear  to  enliven  these  pages  with  an  appro¬ 
priate  paragraph  from  the  “  Creevy  Papers.  Thomas  Creevy, 
an  active  Whig  M.P.,  pamphleteer  and  diarist,  contended  that 

1  Porritt,  “  The  Unreformed  House  of  Commons,  p.  1 39- 

2  “  Brighton  Gazette,”  May  1831. 

17 
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the  Communities  of  all  substantial  Boroughs  were  by  law  the 
real  electors,  and  that  the  modern  rotten  Borough  Constitu¬ 
encies  were  but  usurpations.  His  liability  under  the  Reform 
Act  to  lose  his  seat  in  Parliament  and  his  office  under  Govern¬ 
ment  did  not  mitigate  his  contempt  for  the  patronage  system 
of  representation. 

“  Well  our  Reform  (Bill)  rises  in  public  affection  every 
instant. — To  think  of  dear  Aldborough  and  Orford,  both 
belonging  to  Lord  Hertford  and  purchased  at  great  price, 
being  clearly  bowled  out  without  a  word  of  ‘  with  your 
leave  ’  or  1  by  your  leave.’  Aye,  and  not  only  that  such 
proprietors  are  destitute  of  all  means  of  self-defence,  but 
they  are  treated  as  Criminals  by  the  whole  country  for 
shewing  any  fight  on  their  own  behalf. — I  saw  the  stately 
Buckingham  going  down  to  the  Lords  just  now  ;  I  wonder 
how  he  likes  the  Boroughs  of  Buckingham  and  St.  Mawes 
being  bowled  out.  He  would  never  have  been  a  Duke 
without  them,  so  can  there  be  a  better  reason  for  their 
destruction  ?  In  short,  there  is  no  end  to  the  fun  and 
confusion  that  this  measure  scatters,  far  and  near,  into 
by  far  the  most  corrupt,  insolent,  shameless,  profligate 
gang  that  this  Country  contains.  They  are  all  dead 
men  by  this  Bill,  never  to  rise  again,  and  their  occupa¬ 
tion  is  dead  also.”  1 

Since  the  last  contest  in  1807  the  Dukes  of  Norfolk  had 
purchased  a  few  more  Burgages  as  opportunities  arose.  By 
these  purchases  and  the  purchase  of  the  whole  Irwin  interest, 
the  number  of  independent  Burgesses  was  reduced  almost  to 
vanishing  point,  and  any  further  contest  was  made  quite 
impossible.  The  original  democratic  Constituency  at  the 
granting  of  the  Parliamentary  franchise  in  1295  was  reduced 
to  a  mere  impotent  rump  of  only  seven  Burgesses,  over¬ 
whelmed  by  the  autocratic  power  of  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  in 
1832.  These  seven  remaining  Burgesses, 

Commerell,  John  William,  Shelley,  Sir  Timothy, 

Child,  Edward,  Stone,  George, 

Grisdale,  Joseph,  White,  James, 

Medwin,  Pilfold, 

1  “  Creevy  Papers,”  Vol.  II.,  p.  221. 
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Sir  John  Aubrey,  Bart.,  F.S.A., 
M.P.  Horsham,  1820-1826. 


Henry  Goulburn,  M.P.  Horsham, 
1808-1812. 


Henry  Charles  Howard,  Earl  or  Surrey,  M.P.  Horsham, 
1829-1832,  afterwards  thirteenth  Duke  of  Norfolk. 
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retained  their  franchise  by  virtue  of  their  possession  of  Bur¬ 
gage  property,  and  formed  the  one  personal  connecting  link 
between  the  old  Constituency  and  the  new. 

In  discussing  the  pros  and  cons  of  the  old  Parliamentary 
system,  few,  if  any,  besides  those  personally  interested  in 
maintaining  it,  would  be  found  to  deny  that  Reform  was 
certainly  needed  at  Horsham.  A  great  deal  might  be  said 
for  it,  when,  as  in  ancient  times,  it  provided  bona-fide  Re¬ 
presentatives  freely  chosen  by  and  from  the  Constituency  ; 
and  some  excuse  appears  when,  even  after  corruption,  it 
could  provide,  as  in  the  case  of  Sir  Samuel  Romilly,  for 
instance,  an  illustrious  statesman,  or  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Hurst, 
a  learned  and  respected  local  gentleman,  as  Member.  But 
when  the  Borough  and  Town  had  entirely  outgrown  the 
Constituency,  now  reduced  to  a  mere  instrument  of  patronage 
and  profit,  the  fact  that  the  Members  were  not  in  the  least 
amenable,  hardly  perhaps  accessible,  to  public  opinion, 
proved  their  alleged  representation  a  mockery  and  an  anach¬ 
ronism,  whilst  the  circumstances  of  the  last  two  Elections  of 
all  revealed  in  an  aggravated  degree  the  intolerableness  of  the 
situation  and  prepared  the  ground  for  the  very  cordial  re¬ 
ception  that  the  Reform  Act  met  with  at  Horsham. 


After  the  petition  in  1716  against  Septennial  Parlia¬ 
ments,  we  have  found  no  record  of  organised  independent 
political  activity  at  Horsham  until  the  end  of  the  Napoleonic 
wars. 

On  the  19th  July  1814  a  petition  from  Horsham,  numer¬ 
ously  signed,  was  presented  to  the  House  of  Commons,  in 
which  the  petitioners  , 

“  view  with  the  greatest  regret  that  in  the  recent  treaty 
of  peace  with  France  no  provision  was  made  for  the 
abolition  of  the  slave  trade  ;  ”  and  on  the  5th  of  March 
1816,  a  further  petition  was  presented  against  the  pro¬ 
posed  taxation,  and  urging  the  Government  to  enquire 
into  the  Civil  List,  and,  if  it  be  true  that  the  most  un¬ 
bounded  extravagance  prevails,  to  correct  and  reduce 

the  same.” 


17 
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On  the  24th  February  1817  a  large  Reform  meeting  was 
held  in  front  of  the  old  “  Lamb  ”  Inn  (now  the  premises  of 
Messrs.  King  &  Chasemore),  at  the  North-West  corner  of  the 
Carfax.  Application  for  the  use  of  the  Town  Hall  for  this 
meeting  was  made,  but  the  magistrates  prevented  its  being 
used  because,  in  the  notice  convening  the  meeting,  a  clause 
was  inserted  inviting  the  attendance  of  all  labourers,  mechanics, 
and  apprentices  on  the  strength  of  their  paying  taxes  on  soap, 
candles,  and  other  commodities.  The  following  petition  to 
the  House  of  Commons  was  read  and  adopted  : — 

“  A  petition  of  several  inhabitants  of  the  Parish  of 
Horsham  in  the  County  of  Sussex  and  its  vicinity  agreed 
on  at  a  public  meeting  held  at  Horsham  on  24th  Feb. 
1817.  That  the  petitioners  in  common  with  the  rest 
of  their  fellow  subjects  are  surrounded  with  difficulties 
and  distress.  The  Land,  that  real  source  of  national 
wealth,  is  rapidly  receding  from  that  high  state  of  culti¬ 
vation  to  which  it  had  lately  attained,  and  no  longer 
yielded  profit  to  the  farmer.  Trade  is  daily  declining  ; 
the  strength  and  industrious  habits  of  the  labourer  are 
diminished  by  the  insufficiency  of  his  food,  and  from  want 
of  employment ;  and  that  honest  pride  and  independence 
so  characteristic  of  the  English  peasantry  is  nearly  lost 
by  the  impossibility  of  supporting  their  families  without 
parochial  aid.  The  petitioners  therefore  address  the 
House  in  the  full  hope  and  confidence  that  they  will 
afford  them  relief  by  lessening  the  enormous  burden  of 
taxation  which  has  brought  that  misery  upon  them  ; 
which  burden  has  been  much  increased  by  the  sudden 
depreciation  in  the  value  of  every  description  of  property, 
occasioned  by  a  fluctuating  paper  currency.  But  they 
humbly  beg  leave  to  express  their  conviction  that  a 
reduction  of  the  taxes  to  any  beneficial  extent  can  only 
be  effected  by  enforcing  the  most  rigid  economy  in 
every  department  of  the  State,  instead  of  the  present 
shameful  extravagance.  They  therefore  beg  leave  to 
recommend  to  the  House  the  total  abolition  of  all  sine¬ 
cures,  useless  places  and  unmerited  pensions,  together 
with  such  a  reduction  in  the  large  sums  paid  for  the  civil 
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list  expenses  as  may  be  deemed  consistent  with  the 
proper  dignity  of  the  Throne.  The  petitioners  likewise 
humbly  beg  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
immense  standing  army  in  time  of  peace  which  is  main¬ 
tained  at  such  enormous  expense  and  employed  in  pur¬ 
poses  foreign  to  the  interests  of  these  Kingdoms,  an  abuse 
which  calls  loudly  for  redress  as  the  existence  of  an  army 
of  such  magnitude  at  a  time  when  we  are  at  peace  with 
the  whole  world  is  not  only  unconstitutional  and  un¬ 
precedented,  but  is  totally  incompatible  with  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  a  free  State.  That  the  abuses  before  enumer¬ 
ated  have  grown  up  since  the  duration  of  Parliaments 
was  extended  beyond  their  natural  limits  by  which  the 
people  were  deprived  of  that  weight  in  the  legislature  to 
which  they  are  justly  entitled.  The  petitioners,  there¬ 
fore,  humbly  but  earnestly  pray  the  House  to  take  into 
their  most  serious  consideration  the  present  state  of  the 
representation  of  the  Country  the  great  source  of  all  our 
grievances  ;  that  they  will  shorten  the  duration  of  Par¬ 
liament  and  so  extend  the  Elective  franchise  that  re¬ 
presentatives  may  be  freely  chosen  by  the  people  without 
expense.  That  they  will  no  longer  confine  the  choice  of 
a  majority  of  the  House  to  the  proprietors  of  Burgage 
tenures,  or  of  a  certain  number  of  stones  in  a  park  wall ; 
to  corrupt  Corporations,  or  to  the  small  number  of  in¬ 
habitants  of  decayed  Boroughs,  but  that  the  system  with 
its  inevitable  consequences,  bribery,  perjury,  rioting  and 
drunkenness  may  be  entirely  annihilated  as  being  not 
only  subversive  of  the  real  liberty  of  the  people,  but  also 
injurious  to  their  morals.  That  the  petitioners  most 
earnestly  deprecate  all  attempts  to  commit  riot,  and  dis¬ 
turbance  as  well  as  all  secret  clubs  and  societies  formed 
for  the  purpose  of  overturning  our  most  excellent  form 
of  Government ;  but  though  it  appears  such  attempts 
have  been  made  they  hope  the  existing  laws  will  be 
amply  sufficient  for  the  punishment  thereof ;  and  they 
therefore  most  earnestly  but  humbly  pray  the  House 
will  not  be  induced  by  the  arts  of  designing  men  to  in¬ 
fringe  on  any  of  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  People 
but  that  they  will  preserve  to  them  inviolate  their  most 
excellent  Constitution.” 
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The  petition  was  presented  on  the  7th  March  by  Lord 
Folkestone.  He  had  been  informed,  he  said,  that  the  meeting 
at  which  it  had  been  adopted  was  respectable  and  orderly. 
Sir  Timothy  Shelley,  M.P.  for  Shoreham  and  the  Rape  of 
Bramber,  also  bore  testimony  to  the  orderliness  of  the  meeting. 

Mr.  Hurst  said  that,  with  regard  to  the  good  order  and 
regularity  which  the  noble  Lord  said  had  prevailed,  that  was 
not  very  remarkable  ;  he  would  only  say  that  a  Blue  flag 
had  been  brought  out  of  a  public  house  and  hoisted,  and  if 
any  gentleman  attempted  to  show  the  futility  of  the  proceed¬ 
ings  he  was  immediately  overborne  by  clamour.  He  thought 
it  necessary  to  apprise  the  House  that  among  the  signatures 
to  the  petition  were  many  names  written  by  one  hand,  and 
it  was  for  the  House  to  decide  whether  it  would  receive  a 
petition  so  signed.  He  had  been  requested  by  the  Magis¬ 
trates  and  Clergy  of  the  Town  and  vicinity  to  state  that  they 
uniformly  disclaimed  all  connection  with  the  Petitioners. 

Sir  F.  Burdett  failed  to  understand  how  the  appearance  of 
a  Blue  flag  could  disturb  the  regularity  and  good  order  of  the 
proceedings. 

Sir  Charles  Burrell  thought  it  singular  that  the  people  of 
Horsham  should  complain  of  representation,  seeing  that  a 
Burgess  of  Horsham  had  the  right  to  vote  for  no  less  than  six 
Members  of  Parliament,  viz.  two  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham, 
two  for  the  Rape  of  Bramber,  and  two  for  the  County  of  Sussex. 

It  was  ordered  that  the  petition  do  lie  on  the  table. 

It  will  seem  hard  to  believe  that  Sir  Charles  Burrell,  con¬ 
versant  as  he  must  have  been  with  the  Parliamentary  condi¬ 
tions  that  obtained  at  Horsham,  could  have  spoken  those 
words  other  than  ironically  ;  but,  notwithstanding  the  refusal 
of  the  Magistrates  and  Clergy  to  be  identified  with  the  peti¬ 
tion,  and  Sir  Charles  Burrell’s  expressions  on  the  Parliamentary 
representative  system,  the  demand  for  Parliamentary  Reform 
from  the  end  of  the  Napoleonic  wars,  advanced  hand  in  hand 
with  the  distress  of  the  labouring  classes,  which  culminated  in 
the  agricultural  riots  of  1830-32. 

Surprise,  too,  will  be  felt  that  the  Horsham  demand  for 
Reform,  so  heavily  sat  upon  by  Mr.  Hurst,  the  Duke’s  nominee 
in  the  Flouse  of  Commons,  should  later  have  met  with  the 
same  Duke’s  hearty  support  in  the  House  of  Lords.  Speaking 
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in  the  House  on  the  4th  March  1831  on  the  Reform  Bill,1  the 
Duke  said  :  “I  would  gladly  sacrifice  ten  times  as  much  as 
I  shall  be  called  upon  to  sacrifice  for  the  sake  of  a  measure 
which  will  form  so  admirable  a  safeguard  for  the  liberties  of 
the  subject,  and  is  so  well  calculated  to  promote  in  every  way 
the  best  interests  of  the  country.”  On  21st  March  he  pre¬ 
sented  a  petition  for  Parliamentary  Reform  from  Horsham  and 
several  other  places  ;  2  and  on  19th  July  1831,  in  alluding  to 
the  Duke  of  Norfolk  as  patron  of  Horsham,  Mr.  Coulbourn, 
M.P.  for  Horsham,  said  :  “  he  could  no  longer  reckon  on  his 
seat  being  secure  through  influence,  for  there  were  two  gentle¬ 
men  already  canvassing  the  Borough  of  Horsham.  He  would 
say  that  if  ever  there  was  a  noble  Lord  who  had  willingly  made 
personal  sacrifices  of  political  interest  it  was  the  noble  person 
he  had  alluded  to.”  3 

At  Horsham  a  branch  of  the  National  Union  of  working 
classes  and  others,  a  political  society  of  great  activity  and 
influence  was  formed  and  whilst,  on  the  one  hand,  it  attained 
to  a  membership  of  700  in  favour  of  Reform  ;  on  the  other 
hand,  it  met  with  determined  and  consistent  opposition  from 
the  Magistrates,  Established  clergy,  and  their  associates. 
This  Society  sent  several  petitions  to  Parliament.  On  19th 
October  1831  it  held  a  meeting  at  the  Crown  Inn  to  urge 
forward  the  Reform  Bill.  The  Bailiffs  were  asked  to  call  a 
public  meeting  for  this  purpose,  but  under  the  direction  of 
Mr.  Stedman,  Magistrate’s  Clerk  and  Town  Clerk,  they  re¬ 
fused  to  do  so,  or  to  have  anything  to  do  with  one,  and  on 
30th  May  1832,  the  eve  of  the  great  Reform  Act,  it  issued  the 
following  manifesto  : — 

“  To  the  inhabitants  of  Horsham.  The  taxating 
corrupt  Borough  faction  has  received  its  deathblow,  and 
the  Reform  Bill  will  soon  become  the  law  of  the  land. 
But  remember  the  Reform  is  only  the  instrument  by 
which  the  people  will  be  enabled  if  they  act  wisely,  to 
free  themselves  of  the  intolerable  burdens  which  their 
oppressors  have  for  so  long  heaped  upon  them  without 
mercy. 


1  Hansard. 


2  Ibid. 


3  Ibid. 
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“  Remember  that  it  is  only  by  sending  the  proper 
representatives  to  Parliament  that  you  can  obtain  relief. 
Whoever  may  present  himself  as  candidate  for  your  vote, 
ask  him  the  following  important  questions.  How  is  he 
disposed  to  act  in  regard  to  the  sinecures  and  pensions 
List  ?  The  Boroughmongers  have  made  the  idle  fatten 
upon  ruined  tradesmen  and  famished  farmers.  If  your 
candidate  expresses  pity  towards  the  State  paupers  tell 
him  they  deserve  pity  as  much  as  a  robber  who  requests 
you  to  allow  him  to  rob  his  neighbour  because  he  was 
never  taught  to  obtain  his  living  in  an  honest  manner  ; 
show  him  no  quarter  but  demand  a  thorough  investiga¬ 
tion  of  the  State  paupers  list. 

“  The  Boroughmongers  kept  up  an  immense  standing 
army  to  prevent  Reform  and  enable  them  to  collect 
taxes.  Pledge  yourselves  to  support  no  man  who  will 
not  without  mercy  cut  down  and  get  rid  of  troops  of 
dandy  high  fed  officers  who  abhor  work  and  who 
to  save  themselves  from  it  will  even  fight  against  the 
people.  Depend  upon  it  the  people  when  not  oppressed 
will  always  effectually  defend  their  country  without  ex¬ 
pending  millions  to  keep  up  a  thundering  standing  army 
which  in  all  ages  has  proved  a  deadly  instrument  to 
destroy  the  liberties  of  a  Nation.  Be  very  careful  to 
require  a  pledge  on  this  most  important  subject  and  fail 
not  to  touch  upon  the  intolerable  abuses  of  the  Navy 
where  we  find  an  admiral  on  every  ship  of  the  line.  If 
the  Candidate  will  not  promise  to  attempt  to  get  rid  of 
some  of  the  bloodsuckers,  say  to  him  :  ‘You  are  not  the 
man  for  me.’ 

“  Direct  your  attention  to  the  Tithe  system  which  in 
every  country  in  Europe,  our  own  excepted,  has  been 
abolished  or  modified.  Poor  patient  priest-ridden  John 
Bull  has  to  this  time  submitted  himself  to  the  clerical 
extortioners.  Surely  the  people  of  Horsham  will  not  be 
the  last  to  raise  their  voices  and  quickly  demand  redress. 

“  The  taxes  on  knowledge,  Colonial  slavery — that  foul 
blot  on  England — and  the  accursed  game  laws  demand 
instant  attention  ;  in  short,  abolition. 


reform  agitation 


265 


If  the  people  of  Horsham  allow  themselves  to  be 
cajoled  and  diverted  from  obtaining  their  rights,  and 
vote  for  anyone  who  will  not  reflect  their  feelings  and 
promote  their  interests,  they  will  richly  deserve  to  remain 
the  slaves  of  Boroughmongers  for  ever.” 

At  a  further  meeting  of  the  Union  on  the  18th  July  1832, 
called  because  the  Reform  Act  “  was  not  sufficiently  satis¬ 
factory,”  it  was  resolved  : — 

“  1.  That  every  man  of  sound  mind  should  assist  in 
making  the  laws. 

“  2.  That  it  was  impossible  to  secure  independent  votes 
unless  the  voters  vote  by  ballot. 

“  3-  That  seven  years  is  too  long  for  Parliament  to  sit. 

“4.  That  it  is  not  necessary  for  the  qualification  of  a 
member  that  he  must  possess  £300  per  year  ;  the  only 
qualification  being  good  sense,  virtue  and  intelligence. 

“5.  That  when  we  have  obtained  universal  suffrage, 
votes  by  ballot,  annual  Parliaments,  abolition  of  all 
property  qualifications,  then  and  not  till  then  will 
Englishmen  have  obtained  their  rights. 

“  6.  To  acknowledge  no  Majesty  but  of  God,  and  no 
Sovereignty  but  that  of  the  people.” 

In  view  of  these  petitions  and  resolutions,  and  in  the 
absence  of  any  counter  petition  or  resolution,  it  is  not  sur¬ 
prising  that  Horsham  should  have  been  described  as  a  “  nest 
of  Radicalism  ;  ”  that  later  a  Magistrate  should  have  called 
it  a  “  hotbed  of  Sedition,”  and  that  in  Tory  quarters  it  had 
got  a  character  for  “  everything  that  is  inglorious,  consisting 
of  Radicals  mad  as  dogs  in  June,  Dissenters  who  would  pull 
down  the  Church,  and  Republicans  who  would  dethrone  the 
King.” 

The  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill  was  celebrated  on  a  large 
scale  at  Horsham  on  Wednesday,  1st  August  1832.  An 
account  of  the  celebration  is  given  by  Mr.  Henry  Burstow  : — 1 
“  I  was  present  with  my  elder  brother  at  these  festivi¬ 
ties  and  can  recall  particulars  of  the  event  as  if  they  took 
place  but  last  week.  The  morning  was  ushered  in  by  a 
peal  of  bells  from  the  old  Church,  the  band  afterwards 

1  “  Reminiscences  of  Horsham,”  pp.  26,  27. 
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playing  round  the  Town.  Towards  noon  throngs  of 
people  from  all  quarters  entered  the  Town  on  foot  and 
in  vehicles  of  all  kinds.  At  2  o’c.  the  people  assembled 
in  four  different  parts  of  the  Town,  the  parties  distin¬ 
guished  from  one  another  by  different  colours  (pink, 
green,  yellow,  and  white)  and  marched  to  the  Carfax  ; 
whence,  headed  by  the  Band,  all  marched  to  the  cricket 
field,  which  was  then  in  the  North  Parade,  just  south  of 
where  Hurst  Rd.  is  now.  By  about  3  p.m.  the  whole 
company,  nearly  3000  people,  were  seated  at  62  tables, 
which  were  loaded  with  cold  beef,  roast  and  boiled ;  cold 
mutton,  vegetables,  hot  plum  pudding,  and  beer.  A 
special  platform  was  erected  for  the  Chairman,  T.  Sanc¬ 
tuary  Esq,  late  High  Sheriff  of  Sussex,  and  his  supporters. 
At  the  sound  of  a  bugle  grace  was  said  before  and  after 
dinner.  There  were  all  kinds  of  sports  and  amusements, 
races,  etc.,  until  about  6  o’c.  in  the  evening,  when  un¬ 
fortunately  it  came  on  to  rain  hard  ;  and  my  brother 
then  carried  me  home  on  his  back.  The  day  closed  with 
a  brilliant  display  of  fireworks,  rockets,  Roman  candles, 
vertical  wheels,  mines,  balloons,  Bengal  lights,  jacks-in- 
boxes,  maroons,  tourbillions,  etc.,  etc.  About  4000  people 
altogether  were  present  at  the  cricket  field.  In  the  even¬ 
ing  there  was  a  grand  Ball  at  the  1  King’s  Head  ’  Hotel. 
A  second  and  third  display  of  fireworks  took  place  in 
the  evenings  of  the  two  succeeding  days.” 


CHAPTER  XI. 


The  Reform  Act — “  The  Devil  among  the  Tailors  ” — The  First 
Reform  Election — Pinks  and  Blues — After  120  Years — A  New 
Poll. 

In  the  first  Reform  Bill  of  the  21st  September  1831,  the  Borough 
of  Horsham  stood  to  retain  both  its  Members  ;  but  in  the 
Reform  Act  of  the  7th  June  1832,  it  was  placed  in  Schedule 
B  and  thereby  suffered  the  loss  of  one  Member.  In  addition 
to  the  seven  Burgage  holders  who  retained  their  votes  the 
franchise  was  now  given  to  every  holder  of  a  house  of  the 
annual  value  of  £lO,  and,  in  order  to  obtain  the  requisite 
number  of  these  to  qualify  under  Schedule  B,  the  boundary 
of  the  old  Borough  was  extended  for  Parliamentary  purposes 
to  the  whole  Parish.  The  new  franchise  and  the  extension  of 
the  Borough  area  added  250  voters  to  the  seven  Burgesses, 
thus  making  a  total  register  of  257  voters  to  elect  one  Member 
to  Parliament. 

After  a  period  of  120  years  Horsham  regained  its  freedom 
of  choice  of  Parliamentary  representatives.  In  the  place  of 
the  one  aristocratic  dictator  it  was  now  given  a  compara¬ 
tively  large  democratic  constituency  which  was  free,  on  paper 
at  least,  to  explore  and  use  the  immense  new  possibilities 
now  open  to  it.  But,  although  the  bearings  of  the  political 
machinery  had  been  so  greatly  widened,  corruption  still 
clogged  its  wheels  and  made  a  straight  course  difficult  for 
many,  and  impossible  for  some  of  the  new  electorate.  Many 
features  of  pre-Reform  time,  some  of  which  were  liable  to 
abuse,  were  retained.  Property  qualification  for  Members 
of  Parliament  still  confined  representation  to  the  wealthy 
classes.  The  £10  qualification  prevented  over  50  per  cent,  of 
Horsham  householders  from  receiving  the  franchise,1  and  the 

1  The  Parliamentary  Report  of  March  1831  gives  the  number  of  houses 
in  the  Borough  and  Town  of  Horsham  and  environs  as  623,  population  3,323. 
In  the  Parish,  houses  940,  population  5 ,105 . 
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remaining  percentage  of  householders  was  further  reduced  by 
the  disqualification  under  Section  27  of  the  Act,  of  those  who 
had  not  had  twelve  months’  residence  in  the  Borough  from 
31st  July  to  31st  July,  of  those  who  had  not  paid  the  poor 
rate,  and  of  those  who  had  received  poor  law  relief  ;  whilst  the 
retention  of  the  open  method  of  voting,  for  which  the  ardent 
Reformers  had  tried  and  failed  to  substitute  the  ballot, 
provided  many  opportunities  for  undue  and  unfair  influence 
to  those  landowners  and  employers  mean  enough  to  use  them. 

The  coming  event  of  the  Reform  Act  had  cast  its  shadow 
before  ;  the  Radicals  of  Horsham  had  for  some  time  been 
prepared  with  a  candidate,  Major  Beauclerk  of  Leonardslee, 
a  gentleman  of  ability  and  very  advanced  opinions.  He, 
however,  withdrew,  and  afterwards  sat  as  Member  for  West 
Surrey.  On  the  27th  June,  within  three  weeks  of  the  passing 
of  the  Bill,  Mr.  Robert  Henry  Hurst,  of  Horsham  Park,  son 
of  Mr.  Robert  Hurst,  former  Member  for  Horsham,  came  out 
as  a  Reform  candidate  and  issued  an  address  : — 

“To  the  Free  and  Independent  Electors  of  the  Borough 
and  Parish  of  Horsham. 


“  Gentlemen, 

“  The  Reform  Bill  has  invested  you  with  the  power 
of  returning  to  Parliament  a  representative  to  be  chosen 
by  a  new  body  of  Constituents.  Yours  is  again  placed 
in  the  rank  of  independent  Boroughs.  Under  these  cir¬ 
cumstances  and  pledging  myself  to  be  free  from  any 
connection  which  might  render  me  incapable  of  exercis¬ 
ing  an  unbiassed  and  independent  course  in  politics, 
looking  only  to  Public  opinion  for  support,  I  solicit  the 
honour  of  your  suffrages  on  the  first  occasion  that  may 
arise  for  the  exercise  of  your  franchise  and  I  feel  a  more 
than  ordinary  ambition  to  become  your  representative. 

“  My  life  has  been  passed  among  you — It  has  been  my 
unceasing  endeavour  at  all  times  to  promote  your  interests, 
nor  have  I  relaxed  in  any  instance  from  the  discharge  of 
any  public  service  which  my  situation  required.  I  have 
sought  hitherto  in  a  private  station  to  uphold  those 
principles  which  were  in  my  humble  judgment  calculated 
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to  promote  the  general  good.  Should  your  confidence  in 
the  integrity  of  my  profession  faithfully  to  promote  your 
interests  place  me  in  a  public  one  you  will  find  me  a 
strenuous  advocate  for  a  legal  abolition  of  Tithes  and 
negro  slavery — the  repeal  of  the  Septennial  Act — of  the 
laws  which  are  injurious  to  the  diffusion  of  knowledge 
—for  every  measure  calculated  to  reduce  the  expenditure 
to  secure  the  due  administration  of  the  laws  and  above 
all  the  benefits  of  an  efficient  and  cheap  government. 

It  is  my  intention  of  taking  an  early  opportunity  of 
waiting  on  you  to  solicit  the  honour  of  your  support. 

I  have  the  honor  to  remain  Gentlemen 
with  great  truth 

Your  very  obedient  servant 

Robert  Henry  Hurst. 

“  Horsham  2 jth  June  1832.” 

Mr.  Hurst  fixed  his  headquarters  at  the  “  Crown  ”  Inn, 
and  employed  Mr.  Henry  Padwick,  then  a  young  energetic 
solicitor,  and  Mr.  Coppard,  another  solicitor,  as  his  agents. 
Mr.  Padwick  was  articled  to  the  late  Mr.  T.  C.  Medwin,  and 
had  acquired  from  him  and  from  his  own  activities  at  Evesham 
a  good  deal  of  electioneering  knowledge  and  experience. 

Two  days  later  another  candidate  appeared.  This  was 
Mr.  Edward  Blount,  the  Duke  of  Norfolk’s  private  auditor, 
who,  having  been  a  Member  for  Steyning  in  1830  and  1831, 
had  now  to  seek  a  seat  elsewhere,  Steyning  having  been  com¬ 
pletely  disfranchised  by  the  Reform  Act.  His  address,  also 
“  to  the  Free  and  Independent  Electors  of  Horsham,”  read 
as  follows  : — 

“  Gentlemen, 

“  The  time  will  arrive  when  you  will  be  called  upon 
to  exercise  your  free  discretion  in  the  choice  of  a  fit 
person  to  represent  your  public  and  private  interests  in 
a  Reform  Parliament,  and  I  trust  that  I  shall  not  be 
deemed  presumptuous  in  aspiring  to  the  high  honour  of 
having  these  important  interests  confided  to  my  charge. 

“  I  have  fortunately  claims  on  your  confidence  beyond 
the  mere  profession  of  future  service.  I  have  laboured 
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under  the  public  cause  to  the  best  of  my  ability.  I  have 
sat  in  Parliament  ever  since  the  Ministerial  measure  of 
Reform  has  been  in  agitation.  Never,  during  the  longest 
debates  to  which  it  gave  rise  have  I  in  any  way  quitted 
my  post  from  fatigue  or  any  other  cause,  and  if  I  look  with 
honest  exultation  at  the  success  of  a  measure  to  which 
I  gave  my  humble  but  hearty  support,  it  is  because  I  am 
impressed  with  the  full  conviction  that  the  valued  Insti¬ 
tutions  of  our  Country  are  strengthened  by  it,  and  that 
new  vigour  is  imparted  to  that  form  of  Government 
which  has  been  the  boast  of  Englishmen  and  the  admira¬ 
tion  of  the  world.  You  are  told  that  your  Borough  is 
again  free.  I  ask  who  has  struggled  with  unabated 
ardour  to  render  it  so  ?  I  ask  who  are  more  to  be 
confided  in  as  the  protectors  of  your  rights  than  those  who 
were  not  to  be  induced  by  sordid  motives  to  abandon 
them  ?  It  is  not  my  intention  to  deal  in  professions, 
to  cajole,  to  flatter,  to  deceive.  I  make  no  profession, 
but  I  will  do  my  duty  to  those  who  confide  in  me.  I  am 
not  ignorant  of  your  local  interests,  and  they  have  never 
been  indifferent  to  me.  A  closer  connection  with  you 
will  impose  new  duties  on  me  which  I  will  discharge  with 
zeal  and  fidelity.  In  my  public  trust  I  will  follow  the 
same  course  I  have  hitherto  proceeded  in,  and  support, 
as  I  have  always  done,  every  measure  that  I  believe  in 
my  conscience  to  be  calculated  to  increase  the  sum  of 
human  happiness. 

“  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Gentlemen, 

Your  obedient  humble  servant 

Edward  Blount. 

“  Bryanstone  Square 

29 th  June  1832.” 

Mr.  Blount  fixed  his  headquarters  at  the  “  King’s  Head,” 
and  employed  Mr.  Dewdney  Stedman,  agent  for  the  Duke  of 
Norfolk’s  estates  at  Horsham,  as  his  agent  for  this  Election. 
The  support  of  the  Radical  party  was  attracted  by  Mr.  Hurst, 
whose  political  attitude,  though  not  so  advanced  as  Mr. 
Beauclerk’s,  was  as  nearly  satisfactory  to  them  as  that  of  any 
other  candidate,  bearing  in  mind  the  property  qualification, 
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was  likely  to  be  ;  and  he  was  also  supported  by  a  good  many 
of  the  less  progressive  nature,  who  thought  they  saw  in  the 
candidature  of  Mr.  Blount  an  attempt  by  the  Duke  of  Norfolk 
to  continue  the  exploitation  of  the  Borough.  On  the  other 
hand  Mr.  Blount,  although  so  closely  connected  with  the 
Whig  Duke  of  Norfolk,  at  once  secured  the  support  of  the 
entire  wealthy  and  landed  gentry  (except,  of  course,  that  of 
Messrs.  Hurst  Sen.  and  Jun.),  an  adherence  that  gave  a  Tory, 
rather  than  a  Whig,  complexion  to  his  candidature.  Both 
candidates,  in  fact,  were  real  Whigs,  and  neither  of  them 
represented  either  the  Radicals  or  the  Tories,  into  which  the 
Constituency  was  chiefly  divided.  The  Radicals  adopted 
blue,  and  the  Tories  pink  and  white,  as  their  party  colours 
respectively. 

From  the  start  of  the  contest,  Mr.  Hurst  had  great  advan¬ 
tages.  He  was  a  well-known  local  gentleman,  who  associated 
with  the  people  of  Horsham,  and  had  a  personal  and  family 
interest  in  the  Town.  Mr.  Blount  was  almost  a  complete 
stranger,  who  lived  in  London  ;  whose  interests  were  tied 
— ominous  connection — to  Arundel  Castle.  The  Radicals, 
indeed,  made  a  great  cry  against  Mr.  Blount  on  account  of 
this  connection  ;  to  which  it  was  replied  that  the  Hurst 
family  owed  its  rise  entirely  to  the  patronage  of  the  late 
Duke  of  Norfolk,  and  that  therefore  gratitude  alone  ought 
to  have  sufficed  to  prevent  Mr.  Hurst’s  opposition  to  Mr. 
Blount,  who  had  first  decided  to  stand  as  candidate.  Mr. 
Hurst  was  a  Protestant,  Mr.  Blount  was  a  Catholic,  a  fact 
which,  though  widely  canvassed,  might  not  have  weighed  but 
for  the  circumstances  of  the  Election  consequent  upon  the 
passing  of  the  Catholic  Emancipation  Act,  still  quite  fresh  in 
the  people’s  recollections. 

Mr.  Blount,  in  his  address  to  the  Electors,  claims  to  have 
“  labored  to  procure  for  the  inhabitants  of  Horsham,  the 
privilege  of  freely  choosing  a  representative,”  but  at  the 
Revision  Court  held  in  the  following  November  his  agents, 
Mr.  Stedman  and  Mr.  Hunt,  were  present  on  his  behalf, 
and  made  use  of  “unfair  and  intimidating  language 
together  with  frivolous  and  vexatious  objections  ”  1  under 
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Section  2  of  the  Reform  Act  in  order  to  prevent  over  fifty  of 
Mr.  Hurst’s  supporters  obtaining  their  votes.  Moreover,  his 
Committee  adopted  a  dictatorial  attitude  towards  small 
tradesmen  and  others  and  attempted  to  detach  them  from 
their  promises  to  vote  for  Mr.  Hurst.  This  Committee  was 
called  the  “  Intimidating  Committee,”  whose  object  seemed 
to  be  that  of  stampeding  the  new  enlarged  Constituency 
back  to  the  impotency  of  the  old  Borough  before  it  could 
see  and  exercise  the  great  political  power  now  placed  in  its 
hands. 

Though  both  candidates  addressed  the  Electors  as  “  Free 
and  Independent  ”  it  soon  became  evident  that  this  new 
freedom  and  independence  was  to  be  very  considerably 
qualified  by  the  shortcomings  of  the  Reform  Act.  That  grip 
which  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  had  upon  the  old  Borough  was 
carried  forward  and  applied  by  the  smaller  local  land  and 
property  owners,  as  far  as  it  would  go,  to  the  £10  householders. 
Groups  of  votes  were  directed  from  estate  offices.  The  can¬ 
vasser  got  amongst  all  who  were  amenable  to  pressure,  after 
the  manner  of  the  “  Devil  among  the  Tailors.”  Sinister 
influences  deprived  many  votes  of  conscientious  guidance  ; 
for  many  voters,  not  able  or  not  disposed  to  risk  the  penalty 
of  eviction  from  their  houses  or  farms,  had  to  await  the 
pleasure  of  their  landlords  to  know  whether  they  could  vote 
honestly  or  not. 

We  give  copies  of  a  few  squibs  and  handbills  circulated  at 
this  Election  : — • 


“  Electors  of  Horsham 

“  The  eyes  of  the  country  are  upon  you.  You  have 
been  too  long  under  Ducal  influence.  Now  is  the  time 
to  break  your  chains  and  emancipate  yourselves  for  ever. 
Let  our  motto  be 

Hurst 

and 

Independence. 


“  Clarke,  printer,  Horsham.” 


“  THE  devil  among  THE  TAILORS  ” 
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“  Notice 

The  (following)  Intimidating  Committee  are  now 
going  their  rounds.  It  is  particularly  requested  that  the 
Inhabitants  will  keep  at  home. 


W.  Watkins 
W.  L.  Thomas 
J.  Commerall 
J.  Platt 


J.  Shelley 

B.  Fox 

C.  Hunt 

T.  Sanctuary 


E.  Blount  \  Agents  to  his  Grace 
D.  Stedman/The  Duke  of  Norfolk 


“  Clarke,  printer.” 


Squibs  ”  Proclamation  against  Intimidating  Committees. 

Whereas  a  mob  of  shameless  wights. 

At  best  but  Bl(o)unt  or  Shell(e)y  headed  ; 

Have  dared  attempt  to  crush  our  rights 
By  meanest  arts  no  longer  dreaded. 

We  tell  them  fearless  that  we  stand 
Like  adamantine  rocks  before  them, 

The  humblest  voter  of  our  Band 

Shall  spurn  them  all  and  triumph  o’er  them. 

And  when  the  Hustings  we  surround, 

No  “  Sanctuary  ”  shall  aught  avail  them  ; 

Their  fainting  troops  shall  quit  the  ground, 

Or  e’er  our  hearts  of  Oak  assail  them. 

A  childish  fear  shall  "  Comeo’erall  ” 

When  our  advancing  freemen  meet  them, 

Like  leaves  before  the  wind  they’ll  fall. 

As  our  unwelcome  voters  greet  them. 

Their  “  Ste(e)dman  ”  on  his  horse  shall  feel, 

Like  “  Hunt  ”(ed)  “  Fox  ”  his  spirits  leave  him, 

As  o’er  yon  “  Platt  ”  he’ll  homeward  reel. 

When  dauntless  voters  undeceive  him. 

Theres  yet  a  man  we’ll  boldly  face. 

What  ?  does  he  threat  ?  he’s  not  so  silly  ; 

“  What  Kins  ”  the  Steward  of  his  Grace 
To  that  wise  fellow  busy  Billy. 

18 


274 


PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  OF  HORSHAM 


Electors  !  we  have  nought  to  fear 

Though  long  our  Freedoms  growth  was  stunted, 

We’ll  vote  for  Hurst  and  far  and  near 

We’ll  show  the  world  we’ll  not  be  Bl(o)unted. 

Clarke,  printer,  Horsham. 

% 

“  To  the  Electors  of  Horsham. 

“  Well,  fellow  Townsmen,  what  do  you  think  of  yester¬ 
days  proceedings  ?  I  could  never  have  thought  that 
Mr.  Platt,  Mr.  Sanctuary  and  the  rest  of  the  gentlemen, 
who  have  been  called  ‘  The  Intimidating  Committee,’ 
would  have  disgraced  themselves  so  far  as  to  be  led  round 
by  Mr.  C.  Hunt,  the  Sheriffs  officer,  and  the  rest  of  the 
Electioneering  agents  of  the  Duke  of  Norfolk’s  man  to 
try  and  frighten  the  tradesmen  from  voting  for  Mr.  Hurst, 
but  however  surprising  it  is,  the  thing  has  happened. 

“  When  I  saw  these  gentlemen  coming  along  the  street 
on  their  dirty  business,  I  said  how  is  it  they  pretend  to 
have  any  authority  over  us  ?  It  can’t  be  because  they 
spend  much  money  amongst  us  for,  excepting  Mr.  Platt, 
I  am  sure  that  none  of  them  lays  out  anything  with  the 
Tradespeople  to  speak  of.  How  can  they  when  they  go 
to  London  for  almost  every  article  because  they  fancy 
they  get  it  a  trifle  cheaper.  I  understood  that  the  Reform 
Act  was  to  allow  us  to  choose  for  ourselves,  but  these 
men  seem  to  think  we  are  to  be  driven  about  like  a 
parcel  of  sheep,  but  I  can  tell  them  we  know  more  about 
such  things,  for  now  we  read  Politics  as  well  as  they,  and 
we  mean  to  be  John  Bulls  and  to  do  as  we  like.  My 
neighbours  tell  me  that  some  of  the  voters  gave  it  to 
them  pretty  sharply  when  they  wanted  them  to  break 
their  promises,  and  when  they  come  to  me  I  mean  to 
do  the  same  thing.  But  the  best  of  the  joke  is  that 
Stedman,  who  up  in  the  Hall  tried  hard  to  deprive  us  of 
our  votes,  now  has  the  impudence  to  ask  us  for  these 
very  votes  for  the  Duke’s  man,  but  it  is  pretty  certain 
none  of  us  can  be  so  simple  as  to  pay  the  least  attention 
to  him.  On  the  whole  brother  Electors  I  appeal  to  you, 
whether,  instead  of  being  alarmed  by  these  men  who 
have  beset  us  in  so  dirty  a  manner,  we  should  not  at  once 
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give  them  such  an  answer  as  may  completely  deter  them 
from  repeating  their  visit  to  us. 

“  I  am  my  Friends 

A  Tenant  of  the  Duke’s  who  means  to  vote  for 

Mr.  Hurst. 

“  Nov.  2 yth.” 

Other  handbills  indicated  other  forms  of  intimidation  : — 

“  The  Earl  of  Surrey’s  Yeomanry. 

“  Intelligence  is  just  arrived  that  a  strong  detachment 
of  the  Earl  of  Surrey’s  yeomanry  started  from  Little- 
hampton  yesterday,  and  are  now  in  Horsham  disguised 
in  plain  clothes.  The  connexion  between  Lord  Surrey, 
Mr.  Blount,  and  this  military  force  is  obvious. 

“  Dec.  loth  1832. 

“  Clarke,  printer,  Horsham.” 

“  Electors  of  Horsham. 

“  Be  on  the  watch.  To  convince  you  of  the  very  high 
opinion  entertained  of  you  by  his  Grace  the  Duke  of 
Norfolk’s  Auditor  and  nominee  Mr.  Blount,  and  his 
Agent  Mr.  Stedman.  They  have  sent  for  the  new  Police 
to  keep  you  quiet.  Seven  have  already  arrived  and  a 
large  detachment  are  on  the  Road. 

“  Clarke,  printer,  Horsham.” 

Altogether  seventeen  members  of  the  London  Police  were 
on  duty  in  Horsham  during  the  Election,  at  whose  rpquest  or 
by  whose  order  no  one  appeared  to  know. 

A  New  Song. 

Come  draw  round  the  hearth  boys  and  list  to  my  song 
As  the  subject’s  no  great  one  it  sha’n’t  keep  you  long, 

Tis  a  certain  small  gentleman,  chief  of  his  tribe 
I  would  wish  in  my  numbers  to  briefly  describe  ; 

And  then  I  would  ask  you  to  guess  if  you  can 
The  name  and  surname  of  this  nice  little  man. 
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He  is  little  in  valour, — in  gratitude,  little  ; 

His  honesty  !  truly  no  glass  is  so  brittle  ; 

He  is  little  in  honour  ;  and  what  he  thinks  worse 
While  his  daddy  holds  on,  he  is  little  in  purse. 

Then  tell  me  good  neighbours,  pray  guess  if  you  can 
The  name  and  surname  of  this  nice  little  man. 

He  is  little  in  valour,  for  people  do  say, 

That  when  sent  out  to  fight,  he  by  chance  ran  away. 

But  sure,  if  descretion’s  the  best  part  of  valour, 

You’ll  own  him  at  once,  a  discrete  little  fellow. 

Then  tell  me,  etc. 

His  gratitudes  little — for  still  it  is  said 

He  would  injure  the  man  that  his  fortune  has  made  : 

But  this  shows  his  cunning,  'tis  vain  to  deny  it. 

He  had  never  so  done  as  to  get  something  by  it. 

Then  tell  me,  etc. 

How  little  his  honesty,  plainly  appears 

By  his  promises  trimmed  up  to  gammon  all  ears. 

To  the  one  set  he  offers  the  Clergymans  pantry, 

And  swears  to  the  other  he  means  legal  entry. 

Then  tell  me,  etc. 

But  thus  little  in  honesty,  valour,  and  pelf, 

He  does  not  at  all  think  small  beer  of  himself  ; 

And  tho’  led  up  and  down  like  a  dog  on  a  string, 

He  fancies  for  Member,  he’s  just  the  true  thing. 

Then  tell  me,  etc. 

But  well  do  I  hope  we  shall  keep  him  at  home, 

In  spite  of  the  Doctor  and  tallow-faced  Tom. 

His  friends  have  long  bullied  and  muzzled  him  fast — 

May  his  foes  be  well  able  to  lick  him  at  last. 

Then  tell  me  good  neighbour,  I’m  sure  that  you  can. 

The  name  and  surname  of  the  poor  little  man. 

“  To  the  Electors  of  Horsham. 

An  Elector  ’  has  chosen  to  accuse  me  of  having 
asserted  that  Mr.  Blount  is  unfit  to  represent  you  because 
he  is  a  Catholic.  I  have  made  no  such  assertion  ;  I 
should  have  been  ashamed  so  to  have  expressed  myself. 
I  have  cast  no  imputations  on  Mr.  Blount  because  of  his 
religion.  Opposed  on  principle  to  a  system  of  nomina¬ 
tion  now  attempted  to  be  continued  by  the  Duke  of 


PINKS  AND  BLUES 


2  77 


Norfolk,  I  have  a  right  to  make  every  possible  objection 
to  his  Candidate.  As  a  Catholic  I  asserted  he  was  not 
the  most  proper  person  to  represent  a  Protestant  Con¬ 
stituency, — an  objection  which  many  besides  myself 
entertain,  and  in  my  opinion,  it  is  a  fair  and  reasonable 
objection.  There  is  hardly  a  Session  of  Parliament  in 
which  the  management  of  the  Church  is  not  the  subject 
of  discussion.  From  what  we  now  hear  and  see,  it  is 
evident  it  will  be  made  a  prominent  one  in  the  next 
Session.  Is  it  not  therefore  more  proper  we  should  have 
a  Protestant  than  a  Catholic  representative  ?  The  word 
Catholic,  I  know,  is  like  gall  in  connection  with  the  situa¬ 
tion  held  by  Mr.  Blount  under  the  Duke.  It  makes  the 
attempt  at  nomination  so  evident  that  it  is  useless  to 
deny  it.  ‘  An  Elector  ’  tells  us  Mr.  Blount  has  been 
selected  because  he  has  been  tried  ; — certainly  not  by 
the  Electors  of  Horsham.  In  fact  I  cannot  find  among 
my  acquaintances  (it  may  perhaps  be  owing  to  its  not 
being  of  ‘  the  most  respectable  ’  although  I  can  assure 
‘  An  Elector  ’  it  is  a  pretty  numerous  party)  any  person 
who  can  give  me  any  information  as  to  his  qualifications. 
I  do  not  deny  that  he  may  possess  all  that  is  asserted  by 
‘  An  Elector  ;  ’  but  I  wish  to  be  informed  by  what  means 
the  Electors  of  Horsham  are  to  know  it.  They  will 
hardly  be  satisfied  with  the  assertion  of  an  anonymous 
writer  ;  neither  am  I  inclined  to  think  that  they  will 
place  any  great  confidence  in  the  recommendation  of  an 
Individual  whose  only  claim  to  vote  is  derived  from  what 
is  usually  called  a  Dukes  Faggot,  and  of  course  cannot 
be  exercised  independently  but  only  agreeably  to  the 
direction  of  the  real  Owner. 

“  Has  Mr.  Blount’s  conduct  since  we  have'  heard  of 
him  been  such  as  to  entitle  him  to  our  confidence  ?  Can 
we  place  any  dependence  in  a  man  whose  conduct  has 
been  so  contradictory  ?  Having  made  his  boast  of  ob¬ 
taining  for  the  Inhabitants  of  Horsham  the  Elective 
franchise,  he  directs  his  agents  to  adopt  every  possible 
means  to  prevent  that  franchise  from  being  obtained  by 
those  for  whose  use  it  was  professed  to  be  granted,— and 
this,  too,  by  conduct  so  inquisitorial  as  to  disgust  men 
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of  his  own  party.  That  non-residents  were  frequently 
nominated  under  the  old  system  for  Cities  and  Boroughs, 

I  well  know  ;  and  there  can  be  little  doubt  that  it  has 
been  one  of  the  many  causes  of  the  present  distressed 
state  of  the  country.  The  non-resident  having  no  com¬ 
munity  of  interests  with  the  Constituency,  has  made 
use  of  his  seat  only  for  the  purpose  of  his  own  personal 
advantage.  We  hope  better  things  under  the  new  Bill. 

‘  An  Elector  ’  can  hardly  be  sincere  when  he  expresses 
his  hopes  that  the  voice  of  the  Constituency  may  not  be 
stifled,  or  he  would  not  advocate  the  cause  of  a  party 
whose  attempts  at  dictation,  intimidation,  and  undue 
influence,  are  not  to  be  surpassed  by  the  Duke  of  New¬ 
castle  or  the  Marquis  of  Exeter. 

“  The  Borough  of  Horsham  is  open  to  Mr.  Blount,  or 
to  any  other  Gentleman,  and  he  would  have  a  right  to 
exercise  any  interest  he  might  possess  in  a  fair  and 
honourable  manner  ;  but  when  agents  resort  to  such 
conduct  as  Mr.  Blount’s  agents  have  done,  he  cannot 
expect  to  receive  support  from  any  Independent  Elector. 

“  Electors  !  Be  on  the  watch  !  Men  who  can  tempt 
their  neighbours  to  break  their  promises  will  not  be  very 
particular  as  to  the  method  they  may  use  to  obtain  their 
object. 

“  A  Sincere  Reformer. 

“  Horsham  Nov.  24 th  1832. 

“  Cohen,  printer,  Brighton.” 

“  To  the  Sincere  Reformer. 

“  Sir, 

I  have  been  waiting  several  days  in  expectation  of 
some  reply  to  your  Address,  dated  24th  November.  I 
have  waited  in  vain  ;  very  probably  because  ‘  An  Elector  ’ 
may  have  thought  it  needless  to  notice  a  paper  so  little 
to  the  purpose  of  his  own  communications  which  it  pro¬ 
fesses  to  advert  to.  As,  however,  you  may  be  one  of 
those  gentlemen  who  imagine  that  the  last  word  is  proof 
of  the  greater  reason,  I  would  undeceive  you,  as  to  its 
having  any  such  effect  upon  one  individual  at  least.  I 
must  confess,  that  the  way  in  which  you  handle  your 
subject  gives  me  a  much  higher  opinion  of  your  discre- 
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tion  than  your  candour,  unless  I  am  to  attribute  it  to 
inadvertance  or  forgetfulness  that  you  have  omitted  to 
notice  the  chief  points  of  his  address  ;  however  this  may 
be,  the  comments  which  you  do  condescend  to  give  us 
are  in  a  style  so  peculiarly  your  own,  that  I  cannot  refrain 
from  mingling  in  the  controversy. 

“  You  object  to  Mr.  Blount,  because  he  is  a  Catholic  ; 
and  in  your  tender  anxiety  for  the  welfare  of  the  Church, 
you  consider  that  her  safety  would  be  best  consulted  by 
consigning  her  interests  to  the  hands  of  the  Protestant, 
Mr.  Hurst.  Your  anxiety  for  the  Church  is  justifiable, 
and  if  genuine,  credible  to  your  character  ;  but  what  are 
we  to  suppose  ?  You  are  a  friend  of  that  gentleman,  and 
of  course  approve  his  political  principles.  You  are  also 
an  active  friend,  and  subscribe  to  the  sentiments  which 
all  his  active  friends  openly  avow  with  respect  to  the 
Establishment.  Is  not  such  an  argument,  then,  in  your 
mouth  an  insult  to  the  common  sense  of  the  Electors  ? 
You  may  be.  Sir,  after  your  fashion,  a  sincere  Reformer, 
but  this,  at  any  rate,  speaks  less  for  your  sincerity  than 
your  daring. 

“  Next  comes  your  horror  at  the  Election  of  Mr.  Blount, 
as  the  nominee  of  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  ;  and,  while  you 
do  not  deny  that  he  may  be  all  that  is  asserted  by  ‘  An 
Elector,’  you  ask  the  very  pertinent  and  reasonable 
question  ‘  how  are  the  Electors  of  Horsham  to  know  it  ?  ’ 
How,  indeed  !  Do  we  live  in  Kamtschatka,  Sir  ?  or  is 
the  liberty  of  the  press,  in  this  happy  land,  so  fettered, 
or  does  the  watchfulness  of  your  party  so  slumber,  that 
we  should  fail  in  being  informed  of  any  deficiency  in 
Mr.  Blount’s  character  or  qualification,  if  any  such 
deficiency  really  existed  ?  As  to  Mr.  Blount’s  being  a 
nominee,  I  may  say  to  you,  as  the  celebrated  Charles 
Fox  said  to  Bonaparte,  in  allusion  to  the  suspected  plans 
of  the  English  Ministry  of  that  day  for  his  assassination — 
*  pray  cleanse  your  head  of  all  such  nonsense.’  It  is 
ridiculous  to  talk  of  nomination  in  an  open  Borough  ; 
and  if  Mr.  Hurst  is  unsuccessful,  it  will  not  be  owing  to 
any  power  in  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  to  nominate  his  op¬ 
ponent,  but  to  the  position  in  which  he  has  placed  himself. 
And  what  is  this  position  ? 
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“  For  many  years,  Mr.  Hurst’s  family  have  been 
patronised  by  the  above-mentioned  Nobleman,  and  on 
which  side,  during  the  connexion,  the  balance  of  obligation 
preponderated,  we  need  not  enquire  ;  to  use  a  mercantile 
phrase,  it  was  to  one  party,  at  least,  ‘  a  thriving  concern.’ 
It  is  not,  Sir,  the  smallest  part  of  Mr.  Hurst’s  obligation 
to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk,  that  to  this  connexion  he  has 
been  indebted  for  a  consideration  in  Society  that  other¬ 
wise  he  had  never  possessed.  If  gratitude  then  is  a 
virtue,  the  Duke  had  no  reason  to  expect  an  enemy  in 
Mr.  Hurst’s  family.  But  what  is  this  gentleman’s  conduct  ? 
He  first  tries  to  avail  himself  of  the  interest  of  the  man 
who  had  been  his  patron,  to  gain  one  party,  (how  success¬ 
fully,  remains  yet  to  be  proved)  and  then  with  a  happy 
ingenuity  goes  and  openly  sells  himself  to  that  patron’s 
avowed  opposers,  to  gain  the  other  party. 

“  If  Mr.  Hurst  had,  for  any  length  of  time  previously 
to  the  issue  of  his  address  openly  avowed  his  intention 
of  standing  for  the  Borough  independently  of  the  interest 
or  patronage  of  the  Duke  of  Norfolk,  his  proceedings 
would  have  been  comparatively  respectable  ;  but  no, 
even  the  ordinary  rules  of  gentlemanly  courtesy  were 
sacrificed  to  his  ambition,  and  the  only  answer  he  vouch¬ 
safed  to  Mr.  Blount’s  letter  of  enquiry  on  the  subject, 
was  the  placarding  of  his  Address,  and  the  rapid  can¬ 
vassing  of  the  Electors. 

“  You  have  a  taste,  Sir,  I  perceive  for  irony  ;  and  your 
observation  on  ‘  the  fair  and  honourable  exercise  of 
interest  ’  is  by  no  means  an  unhappy  specimen  of  that 
taste  :  perhaps  your  candidate  has  already  writhed  under 
its  infliction,  for  to  him  it  must  indeed  convey  a  biting 
sarcasm.  Well  Sir,  Mr.  Hurst  having  hit  upon  this 
‘  new  way  to  pay  old  debts  ’  puts  forth  his  address,  a 
document  which  I  shall  only  pause  to  characterize  rather 
as  a  Jesuitical  attempt  to  satisfy  the  demands  of  a 
revolutionary  faction  without  incurring  the  distrust  of 
the  moderate  party,  than  as  any  proof  of  his  political 
honesty,  or  representation  of  his  real  opinions ;  but 
that  gentleman  is  said  to  be  a  sportsman,  and,  I  dare 
say,  knows  the  advantage  of  a  double  barrel.  In  this 
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position  then,  does  Mr.  Hurst  appear  ; — He  offers  him¬ 
self  to  the  public  as  an  ingrate  to  his  patron — a  political 
quibbler — and  a  candidate  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham  ; 
in  all  of  which  characters  he  has  a  right  to  my  com- 
misseration,  but  in  neither  to  my  confidence  or  esteem. 

“  Your  charge  respecting  the  dictation,  intimidation, 
and  undue  influence  of  Mr.  Blount’s  agents  and  friends, 
is  a  grievous  one,  and  brought  forward  with  becoming 
gravity — pity  ’tis  not  equally  well-founded.  This  in¬ 
fluence  in  favour  of  Mr.  Blount,  which  you  construe  into 
intimidation  and  dictation,  has  been  exercised  in  open 
day  ;  and  the  gentlemen  who  have  taken  an  active  part 
in  the  canvass  are  not  persons  to  intimidate  or  bully 
their  neighbours.  But  why  not  be  candid  Sir  and  out 
with  the  truth  at  once  ?  Confess  Sir,  that  it  is  gall  and 
wormwood  to  certain  demagogues  to  see  any  influence, 
especially  the  influence  of  rank  and  station,  successfully 
opposed  to  their  designs,  and  then  I  think  you  will  be 
affixing  the  true  meaning  to  this  cry  of  menace  and 
intimidation.  Your  remarks  upon  Mr.  Blount’s  agents 
are  natural,  and  in  accordance  with  the  rest  of  your  ad¬ 
dress.  It  does  not  at  all  surprise  me  that  you  feel  a  little 
sore  under  the  legal  acumen  of  one  of  them  who  has 
done  the  service  of  an  honest  and  zealous  lawyer  to  his 
client,  and  I  trust  will  yet  do  more,  however  he  may  be 
exposed  to  the  false  aspersions  and  anonymous  threaten- 
ings  of  a  disappointed  party. 

“  Another  Elector. 

“  Horsham,  Dec.  4th  1832. 

“C.  Hunt,  printer,  Horsham.” 

4 

After  a  lapse  of  twenty-five  years  since  the  last  contested 
Election,  the  Reform  Election,  as  it  was  called,  was  antici¬ 
pated  with  a  great  amount  of  interest  and  excitement  by  the 
whole  of  the  Town.  Besides  creating  an  almost  entirely  new 
Constituency,  the  Reform  Act  had  raised  the  hopes  of  livelier 
electioneering  proceedings  than  the  merely  legal  formalities  to 
which  the  people  of  Horsham  had  been  recently  accustomed. 
There  were  many  people  still  living  who  could  recollect  the 
entertaining  time  of  179°  Horsham  with  its  then  small 
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electorate.  They  might  surely  expect  a  repetition  and  enlarge¬ 
ment  of  those  pleasantries  now,  with  a  Constituency  of  257 
voters,  and  we  have  reason  to  believe  they  were  not  dis¬ 
appointed.  “  There  was  a  great  amount  of  drunkenness  at 
this  election  and  the  following  elections,”  says  Mr.  Burstow 
in  his  “  Reminiscences.”  “  Public  houses  were  open  and 
drinks  were  free.”  1 

Anticipations  of  these  pleasantries  were,  however,  tem¬ 
pered  by  fears  of  disturbance.  Those  who  could  recollect 
the  entertaining  time  of  1 790,  and  others,  had  vivid  recollec¬ 
tions  of  the  more  recent  and  much  more  dangerous  excite¬ 
ments  of  1830  when  the  agricultural  labourers’  riots  took 
place.2  Although  these  serious  riots  were  based  on  economics 
rather  than  politics,  a  repetition  of  them  also  in  connection 
with  this  election  was  thought  at  least  possible,  and  to  this 
fear  may  be  traced  the  presence  of  the  Yeomanry  and  the 
London  Police. 

Hitherto  Election  proceedings  had  always  taken  place  in 
the  Town  Hall.  Since  the  last  contested  Election  this  build¬ 
ing  had  undergone  a  great  alteration.  And  the  Hustings,  a 
temporary  wooden  structure  with  a  canvas  awning,  for  the 
first  time  was  erected  just  outside  the  doors  facing  north. 

On  the  morning  of  Nomination  day,  the  10th  December, 
Mr.  Hurst’s  party,  with  band  playing  and  banners  flying, 
marched  round  the  Town  and  back  to  the  Hustings.  Mr. 
Hurst  walked  from  his  house  in  the  Causeway  with  his  friends. 
On  his  banners  were  inscribed  “  W.R.”  with  a  crown  “  Let 
him  be  sustained,”  and  the  Hurst  arms  surrounded  by  oak 
leaves,  etc.  Mr.  Blount  and  his  party  with  band  and  banners, 
went  from  the  11  King’s  Head,”  and  also  marched  round  the 
Town.  A  feature  of  these  proceedings  was  that  of  a  man, 
a  shoemaker  by  trade  named  Cole  (better  known  as  “  Old 
King  Cole  ”)  who  also  marched  round  the  Town  carrying  an 
enormous  wooden  key,  supposed  to  represent  the  Key  to  the 
Freedom  of  the  Borough,  now  restored  by  the  Reform  Act. 
Besides  bands  and  banners  and  “  Old  King  Cole,”  there  were 
also  in  the  procession  a  number  of  “  white  boys.”  These 
were  men  engaged  on  both  sides  to  act  as  Stewards  to  their 

1  “  Reminiscences  of  Horsham,”  p.  29. 

2  A  short  account  of  the  Horsham  riots  is  given  by  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Hammond, 
in  “  The  Village  Labourer,  1760-1832,”  pp.  257,  258. 


PINKS  AND  BLUES 


283 


respective  parties,  to  look  after  voters  and  when  necessary 
convey  them  to,  and  protect  them  at,  the  Hustings,  to  help 
keep  order,  and  generally  to  do  anything  useful  that  might 
be  required  of  them.  They  derived  their  name  from  the  fact 
that  they  wore  white  smock  frocks  ;  each  one  carried  a  staff, 
about  5  feet  long  and  about  as  thick  as  the  wrist,  painted  with 
the  colour  of  the  candidate  in  whose  service  he  was  engaged. 

The  two  Bailiffs,  John  Churchman  and  John  Sheppard, 
presided  at  the  Hustings,  as  in  pre-Reform  days.  On  the 
Pink  side  supporting  Mr.  Blount,  were  Sir  Timothy  Shelley, 
Mr.  Sanctuary,  Mr.  Tredcroft,  Mr.  Platt,  The  Rev.  Simpson 
(Vicar),  Mr.  Watkyns,  Mr.  Medwin,  Mr.  Stedman  and  others. 
On  the  Blue  side,  besides  Mr.  Hurst,  were  Mr.  Raper,  Mr. 
Murrell,  Mr.  Thornton,  Mr.  Rickword,  Mr.  Honeywood,  Mr. 
Berry  and  others.  When  both  parties  had  taken  up  their 
positions,  the  Blues  on  the  East  side,  and  the  Pinks  on  the 
West  side,  one  of  the  Bailiffs  called  for  nominations  in  a 
manner  similar  to  that  of  pre-Reform  days  ;  whereupon  Sir 
Timothy  Shelley,  in  a  feeble  voice  which  could  not  be  heard 
above  the  prevailing  noise,  proposed  Mr.  Blount  as  Member 
for  the  Borough,  and  Mr.  Sanctuary  seconded  him ;  and 
Mr.  Raper  proposed,  and  Mr.  Murrell  seconded,  Mr.  Hurst. 
Both  candidates  addressed  the  populace.  Mr.  Blount  was 
received  with  some  cheers,  mixed  with  groans,  hisses,  and 
other  strong  marks  of  opprobrium.  As  the  reputed  nominee 
of  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  a  few  facts  neither  complimentary  to 
him  nor  beneficial  to  the  Town  were  pointed  out,  and  he  was 
asked  some  awkward  questions  as  to  his  connection  with  the 
Duke  and  his  candidature  for  the  Borough.  Mr.  Hurst,  on 
coming  forward  to  address  the  people  was  received  with  great 
manifestations  of  approval ;  he  was  cheered  again  and  again. 
He  said  the  surrounding  gentry  from  whom  he  had  expected 
better,  had  united  to  a  man  against  him  because  he  had 
identified  himself  with  the  cause  of  the  people  ;  he  looked 
only  to  them  for  his  support.  Mr.  Rickword  animadverted 
severely  on  the  conduct  of  their  opponents  and  detailed 
several  instances  of  intimidation  by  the  agents  of  Mr.  Blount. 

After  both  candidates  and  friends  had  finished  their 
addresses  a  show  of  hands  was  called  by  the  Bailiffs,  who 
thereupon  declared  in  favour  of  Mr.  Hurst.  A  poll  was 
demanded  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Blount,  and  this  it  was  declared 
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would  take  place  on  the  two  following  days,  from  9.0  a.m. 
to  4.0  p.m.  The  Blues  finished  the  day’s  proceedings  with  a 
dinner  to  their  voters  and  friends  at  the  “  Crown  ”  and  the 
“  Lamb  ”  Inns,  and  on  the  eve  of  the  poll  Mr.  Hurst  issued  the 
following  further  address  : — 

“  To  the  Independent  Voters  of  Horsham. 

“  Gentlemen, 

“  The  kind,  strenuous,  and  I  may  say  almost  unani¬ 
mous,  support  which  I  have  this  day  received  at  your 
hands  calls  from  me  the  most  grateful  acknowledgment 
and  thanks.  I  cannot,  however,  conclude  this  address 
without  earnestly  soliciting  the  continuance  of  your 
exertions,  when  we  come  to  the  poll,  to  ensure  my  obtain¬ 
ing  the  high  honour  of  becoming  your  representative  in 
the  ensuing  Parliament. 

“  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Gentlemen, 

Your  obliged  and  very  humble  servant 
R.  H.  Hurst. 

“  Dec.  10 th  1832.” 

Under  the  new  Act  a  list  of  all  those  entitled  to  vote  was 
prepared  by  the  Overseers  from  the  Rate  Book,  and  revised 
by  a  duly  appointed  Barrister  at  a  Revision  Court  held  at 
Horsham  in  September  or  October  of  each  year.  This  list  of 
voters  was  absolute  and  unquestionable  at  Elections.  It 
was  the  arbitrary  Horsham  Burgess  roll,  enlarged  and  with 
all  the  weight  of  a  universal  Act  of  Parliament  behind  it, 
transferred  to  a  new  and  broad  basis.  In  the  event  of  a  poll 
taking  place,  when  the  voter  appeared  and  his  name  was 
found  on  the  Register  he  was  asked  by  the  poll  Clerk  for  whom 
he  wished  to  vote  and  upon  his  answering,  his  vote  was  recorded 
in  the  poll  book. 

Under  the  new  Act,  too,  candidates  retained  the  liberty  of 
retiring  at  any  time  after  nomination  from  the  contest,  if 
they  wished  to  do  so. 

Polling  commenced  on  Tuesday,  the  nth  December,  at 
9  a.m.  As  the  poll  proceeded,  the  preferential  indications  of 
nomination  day  were  substantiated.  The  figures  posted  up 
every  hour,  showed  an  accumulative  majority  for  Mr.  Hurst, 
and  early  in  the  afternoon,  when  leading  by  1 1 4  votes  to  74, 
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he  was  seen  by  Mr.  Blount  to  be  in  a  position  from  which  he 
could  not  be  ousted.  Mr.  Blount,  therefore,  gave  up  the 
contest,  and  left  the  seat  free  to  Mr.  Hurst.  “  Soon  afterwards,” 
says  Mr.  Burstow,  “  not  knowing  this,  a  party  of  Mr.  Blount’s 
supporters  with  Band  playing  and  colours  flying  were  parading 
the  Town.  They  were  carrying  the  largest  banner  I  ever  saw. 
As  they  came  down  the  Bishopric  my  father,  with  whom  I 
was  standing  at  the  door  of  our  cottage,  cried  out  to  them  in 
glee  ‘  Ha  I  Ha  !  Ha  !  Blount  has  given  up  ;  you  are  done  as 
brown  as  bricks.’”1  Afterwards  Mr.  Hurst  and  his  party 
with  the  Band  playing  marched  round  the  Town  “  amid  the 
most  joyful  acclamations.  Such  a  scene  of  rejoicing  was 
never  before  seen  in  Horsham.”  2 

The  Bailiff’s  expenses  in  connection  with  this  Election,  as 
published  in  a  Parliamentary  return,  were  £26  is. 

The  debtors  in  Horsham  Gaol  again  showed  that  they  were 
not  above  turning  such  an  occasion  to  account.  (It  will  be 
remembered  that  in  1829  they  were  grateful  for  the  Return  of 
the  Duke’s  Catholic  nominee.)  By  1832  they  had  boxed  the 
compass  and  sent  Mr.  Hurst  a  congratulatory  address  from 
their  new  position.  Their  gratitude  on  this  occasion  realised 
only  £2  Os.  od.,  sent  them  in  response  by  Mr.  Padwick. 

“  Debtor’s  side,  Horsham  Gaol. 
Dec.  nth. 

“  Sir, 

“We  the  undersigned  ‘ Unfortunate  Debtors'  feel 
greatly  elated  by  your  signal  success  over  the  Nominee 
of  a  Noble  Duke,  and  may  you  long  continue  the  1  In¬ 
dependent  Representative  ’  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham 
.  .  .  and  that  your  Talent  and  Ability  may  very  long  be 
exerted  for  the  general  good  of  your  country.  .  .  .  And 
at  the  same  time  trust,  Sir,  from  your  well-known  liber¬ 
ality  .  .  .  You  will  excuse  us  in  stating  that  We  in  cap¬ 
tivity  are  equally  as  desirous  of  sharing,  as  well  as  our 
more  ‘  fortunate  ’  Friends,  in  the  general  rejoicings  on 
this  occasion  ;  but  from  ‘  Necessity  ’  are  prevented  by 
our  very  limitted  means.  .  .  .  Therefore  hope  ‘  You  ’  will 
present  US  with  a  Trifle  to  in  some  manner  cellebrate 

1  “  Reminiscences  of  Horsham,”  p.  28. 
z“  Brighton  Guardian,”  12th  December  1832. 
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the  return  of  Robert  Hurst  Esq  ...  to  the  Reform 
Parliament. 


“  James  Crowhurst 
Bar  Gouldsmith 
Thos.  Waters 
Richard  Sturt 
Edward  Pipe 
Joseph  Spencer 
William  Groves 
Jas.  Ames 


Henry  Ede 
S.  Swaysland 
George  Camp 
Richard  Butler 
Fredk.  Newington 
James  Lover 
J.  S.  Wilkinson.” 


A  copy  of  the  poll  book  issued  after  the  Election  shows  the 
voters  classified  by  occupations  as  follows  : — 

We  withhold  names  on  account  of  space  : — 


Hurst 

4 

2 

4 

i 

3 

1 

2 

5 
24 

5 

1 

8 

4 

2 
O 

1 

2 
7 
3 

35 

o 


Blount 


Bakers  .....  2 

Blacksmiths  o 

Bricklayers  ....  4 

Butchers  .....  2 

Corn-dealers  1 

Carriers  .....  2 

Druggists  .....  o 

Carpenters  and  Joiners  .  .  2 

Farmers  .  .  .  .  .16 

Grocers  .  .  ■  .  .  o 

Hairdressers  ....  2 

Innkeepers  and  Beershops  (sic)  .  2 

Linen  drapers  .  .  .  .  I 

Painters  .....  2 

Saddlers  .  .  .  2 

Schoolmasters  ....  2 

Surgeons  .....  2 

Shoemakers  ....  2 

Tailors  .....  2 

Miscellaneous  .  .  .  .21 

Burgesses  .....  7 


1 14  74 

Mr.  Hurst  sat  until  the  dissolution  of  this  Parliament  on 
the  29th  December  1834. 


Robert  Hurst,  of  Horsham  Park, 
M.P.  Horsham,  1812-1829. 


Robert  Henry  Hurst,  of  Horsham  Park, 
son  of  Robert  Hurst,  M.P.  Hor¬ 
sham,  1832-1847. 


Robert  Henry  Hurst,  Junr.,  of  Hor-  John  Aldridge,  of  St.  Leonard’s  Park, 
sham  Park,  grandson  of  Robert  Hurst,  Horsham,  M.P.  Horsham,  1868. 

M.P.  Horsham,  1865-1875. 


CHAPTER  XII. 


The  1835  General  Election — 1835  Squibs — Election  Atavism — 1835 
Hustings — The  Member  Self-elected. 

The  fighting  of  the  next  Election  in  1835  was  not  so  easy  a 
task  for  Mr.  Hurst,  who  again  stood  as  candidate.  His  rival 
on  this  occasion  was  Mr.  Broadwood,  who  lived  at  Holmbush, 
a  well-known  gentleman  of  high  repute  and  great  wealth  who 
owned  a  large  amount  of  land  in  the  neighbourhood,  who 
was  strongly  connected  by  trade  and  other  interests  with  the 
Town,  and  who  it  soon  became  known  was  prepared  to  spend 
a  good  deal  of  money  upon  his  ambition  to  enter  Parliament. 

Besides  this  formidable  opponent, Mr.  Hurst  had  to  face  a 
severe  decline  in  his  own  popularity — a  decline  which  set  in  soon 
after  his  first  Return  and  gathered  strength  as  time  went  on, 
and  as  the  divisions  in  the  House  disclosed  his  inability  or 
indisposition  to  stand  up  to  his  Radical  professions.  On  the 
loth  May  1833  the  following  open  letter  to  him  was  published 
and  circulated  round  the  Town  : — 

“  To  R.  H.  Hurst,  Esq.,  M.P.  for  Horsham. 

“  Sir, 

“  It  is  quite  time  that  you  should  in  a  public  manner 
be  made  acquainted  with  the  situation  in  which  you  now 
stand  with  a  great  part  of  those  of  your  constituents  who 
were  most  active  in  your  cause  at  the  last  Election.  It 
grieves  me  to  state  that  the  part  you  have  acted  as  a 
Member  of  the  Legislature  meets  with  their  almost  un¬ 
qualified  disapprobation,  and  without  doubt  a  continuance 
in  such  a  course  will  more  than  endanger  your  seat  for 
Horsham  whenever  another  Election  occurs.  If  you  did 
not  vote,  you  unfortunately  concurred  in  the  passing  of 
the  outrageous  Irish  Coercion  Bill,  made  tenfold  more 
odious  by  its  being  one  of  the  first  Acts  of  the  Reformed 
Parliament.  Your  name  has  not  been  hitherto  once 
recorded  in  a  minority  for  a  reduction  of  our  enormous 
Military  and  Naval  establishments  which  continue  to 
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prey  on  the  vitals  of  the  Country,  and  which  both  Whigs 
and  Tories  appear  equally  well  disposed  to  continue  for 
obviously  selfish  considerations.  You  must,  Sir,  be  aware 
how  much  the  ballot  was  necessary,  even  at  Horsham, 
to  protect  independent  persons  in  the  free  exercise  of  the 
franchise  ;  yet  you  did  not  support  it.  Your  friends 
were  thunderstruck  to  find  you  in  favour  of  the  continu¬ 
ance  of  military  flogging,  which  the  feelings  of  an  indignant 
nation  will  no  longer  tolerate,  notwithstanding  the  sup¬ 
port  it  received  from  a  recreant  Whig  Ministry  and  a 
majority  of  an  unfaithful  House  of  Commons  ;  and  last 
but  not  least  you  disregarded  the  intimation,  conveyed 
to  you  of  the  anxiety  of  your  friends  that  you  should 
support  the  motion  for  the  repeal  of  the  house  and  win¬ 
dow  taxes,  preferring  to  serve  a  now  hated  Ministry 
rather  than  attend  to  the  wants  and  wishes  of  your  Con¬ 
stituents. 

“  It  would  appear,  Sir,  that  you,  like  many  other  Members 
of  the  reformed  House,  think  your  constituents  infants 
in  Politics,  that  they  know  not  what  is  for  their  own 
advantage,  that  they  are  very  short-sighted,  and  you 
probably  hope  to  convince  us  that  what  we  consider  sins 
of  omission  and  commission  on  your  part  are  all  good 
and  patriotic  votes  and  intentions,  but  be  assured  you 
are  completely  mistaken  if  you  imagine  this.  We  are 
firm  and  unbending  in  our  politics,  we  can  easily  see 
through  the  flimsy  designs  of  the  Whigs  ;  we  know  they 
will  do  all  for  the  people  that  which  the  people  will 
oblige  them  to  do  and  no  more  ;  and  we  cannot  contem¬ 
plate  their  conduct  during  the  present  session  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  as  well  as  that  of  those  Members  who  have  supported 
them  in  every  measure  as  the  Member  for  Horsham  has 
done,  but  with  feelings  which  I  will  not  attempt  here  to 
describe. 

“  I  am  Sir 

“An  Elector  of  Horsham  and  one  of  your 

Committee. 

“Clarke,  printer,  Horsham.” 

In  addition  to  the  dissatisfaction  that  Mr.  Hurst’s  actions 
in  the  House  of  Commons  raised  in  the  minds  of  his  most 
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ardent  supporters,  as  expressed  in  this  letter,  accusations  of 
truckling  to  Ministers,  and  of  seeking  place,  were  made  against 
him. 

Mark  Hurst. 

When  Hurst  to  canvass  first  began. 

He  seemed  a  marvellous  proper  man, 

To  represent  the  Borough, 

At  least  so  thought  his  trusting  friends, 

Forgetting  he  might  have  his  ends. 

And  promises  prove  hollow. 


And  sure  you’d  thought  that  they  were  right. 
Had  his  addresses  caught  your  sight. 

You  read  in  letters  large. 

Tithe  abolition  fair  and  legal. 

Cheap  government  that  is  not  regal, 

And  knowledge  without  charge. 

Emancipation  full  and  free, 

And  many  other  things  you’d  see, 

Too  long  to  be  rehearsed. 

But  now  the  walls  no  placards  bear, 

To  make  the  wondering  voters  stare, 

And  cry  !  Oh  !  rare  Bob  Hurst. 

And  why  is  this  ?  twill  cost  no  more, 

To  promise  now  than’t  did  before. 

But  ’twill  not  do  again. 

For  he  that  shall  have  once  deceived. 

Can  little  hope  to  be  believed, 

When  he  shall  lie  again. 

Oh  Bob  !  ’twould  better  been  had’st  thou. 

Left  all  thy  promises  till  now, 

Nor  sought  by  craft  to  win  it  (i.e.  the  Borough) 
If  you  had  kept  your  lips  as  close 
And  said  not  more  without  the  House 
Than  you  have  said  within  it. 

A  Song. 

Air  :  “  The  Tailor’s  Son.” 

Old  promises  are  soon  forgot, 

And  no  new  ones  have  yet  been  given, 

Are  no  new  pledges  to  be  sought 

Because  the  last  have  all  been  riven  ? 
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The  joiner  mends  his  broken  doors, 

Which,  painted  fresh  looks  good  as  new, 

The  dentist  ladies’  teeth  restores, 

And  what  may  not  the  Member  do  ? 

May  he  not  with  a  tradesman’s  skill. 

Since  mending  laws  is  what  he  preaches,. 

His  father’s  art  resume  until. 

He  mends  his  own  most  shocking  breaches  (breeches) . 

Or  if  it  should  exceed  his  wit, 

The  old  ones  ever  to  repair, 

Why  don’t  he  make  a  brand  new  fit, 

And  fly  the  old  ones  in  the  air  ? 

Questions  Answered. 

Who  is  that  man  to  pledges  prone  ? 

And  principles  he  dare  not  own, 

Whose  public  conduct  proves  the  drone  ; 

The  Member. 

Who  into  politics  did  launch  ? 

Professed  himself  a  Whig  most  staunch, 

In  hopes  to  fill  his  pouch  and  paunch  ; 

The  Member. 

Who  to  the  Duke  of  Richmond  sues  ? 

Accosts  his  Grace  with  bows  profuse. 

With  cringeing  face  well  trained  to  use  ; 

The  Member. 

Who  told  him  with  a  modest  face  ? 

His  wants  were  coming  on  apace, 

And  that  he’d  thank  him  for  a  place  ; 

The  Member. 

Who  only  sought  some  sinecure  ? 

Which  he  cannot  as  yet  procure, 

Or  ever  will  as  Broadwood’s  sure 
To  be  the  Member. 

A  New  Song. 

Tune  :  “  Pad  my  Wig  Bill  Rick  in  the  Wood.” 

Electors  of  Horsham  no  time  should  you  lose, 

In  fixin '  your  minds  as  to  which  you  shall  choose, 

Of  the  two  men  before  you  so  let’s  take  a  peep, 

First  at  him  who  still  hopes  that  his  seat  he  may  keep. 
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’Tis  the  son  of  old  Bobby  who  boasts  that  he  will, 

Make  the  Borough  as  rotten  as  ’twas  e’er  the  Bill, 

Of  reform  threw  it  open  and  gave  us  a  voice, 

To  elect  as  a  member  the  man  of  our  choice. 

Now  the  means  he  first  used  his  end  to  obtain, 

Were  fair  words  and  pledges  backed  up  by  the  train, 

Of  his  Majesty’s  tenants  and  headed  by  these, 

Who  the  Corner  House  1  junta  (choice  party)  compose. 

Thanks  be  to  that  Junta  they’ve  saved  us  the  trouble, 

Of  scanning  his  conduct  whose  face  appears  double, 

And  that  all  men  might  know  he  to  them  proved  a  traitor. 
His  faults  have  been  published  by  an  “  Observator.” 

They’ve  not  sought  their  feelings  against  him  to  hide, 

E’en  some  of  them  on  the  same  coach  would  not  ride, 
With  a  man  who  had  proved  so  unworthy  and  base. 

As  to  forfeit  each  pledge  in  the  hope  of  a  place. 

Now  behold  !  most  astounding,  pray  can  you  explain, 

Why  some  of  these  men  will  support  him  again, 

It  is  that  King  Bobby  (disgrace  to  the  “  Crown  ”), 

With  the  Corner  House  Junta  would  govern  the  Town. 


But  electors  arouse  !  Don’t  let  it  be  said. 

That  by  such  a  faction  the  Town  shall  be  led, 

That  H - T  the  apostate  your  suffrage  shall  gain. 

And  Broadwood  the  honest  neglected  remain. 

No  !  I  trust  your  good  judgment  to  point  out  the  plan, 

By  which  you  will  show  your  disgust  of  the  man, 

Who  for  merely  the  sake  of  his  own  petty  ends, 

To  place  men  will  bow  and  deceive  his  best  friends. 

Should  he  have  the  effrontery  to  come  to  the  poll, 

He’ll  find  when  too  late  that  he’s  lost  all  control. 

Over  you  ;  for  your  votes  in  large  numbers  will  be, 

For  BROADWOOD,  the  good,  independent,  and  free. 

These  and  other  Bills  and  posters  issued  by  the  Pinks 
adorned  the  walls  and  hoardings  round  the  Town,  side  by  side 
with  similar  publications  issued  by  the  Blues 


1  The  “  Crown  Inn.” 
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“  To  the  Electors  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham. 

“  Brother  Electors, 

“  Another  opportunity  will  soon  be  afforded  us  of 
exercising  our  newly  acquired  right  of  sending  a  Member 
to  represent  us  in  Parliament.  You  will  remember  that 
at  the  last  Election  an  Intimidating  Union  headed  by 
the  Duke  of  Norfolk’s  nominee  could  not  succeed  in  their 
attempt.  That  Union  is  now  at  work  again,  in  another 
shape,  but  to  the  same  end.  They  have  put  or  rather 
dragged  forth  a  most  respectable  gentleman  of  Tory  prin¬ 
ciples  supported  ( mark  that)  by  all  the  weight  interest 
and  influence  of  the  Duke  of  Norfolk’s  agent  &c.  What 
can  all  this  contradictory  conduct  mean  ?  The  Union  at 
one  time  endeavouring  to  force  on  us  the  Duke’s  Nominee 
and  now  we  must  submit  to  have  a  Tory  !  !  !  We  cannot 
mistake  their  aim,  but  let  us  not  be  deceived.  They  aim 
at  arbitrary  rule  and  a  close  Borough  again.  We  have 
our  choice,  freedom  or  slavery  !  !  !  If  we  discard  our 
present  Member  and  elect  a  Tory  supported  by  the  In¬ 
terest  of  a  certain  Noble  Duke  wherein  shall  we  better 
ourselves  ?  Recollect  our  present  Member  has  at  least 
one  claim  upon  us  for  support.  He  came  forward  at  first 
and  prevented  the  Borough  falling  again  under  the  Power  of 
the  Duke  of  Norfolk.  Let  us  then  re-elect  him  for  by  so 
doing  we  shall  keep  the  Borough  open,  but  let  us  not 
commit  the  egregious  folly  of  coalescing  with  the  Duke  of 
Norfolk’s  interest  in  bringing  in  a  ‘  Tory  ’  under  the 
Dictation  of  the  Union  :  but  by  electing  our  present 
Member  we  shall  shew  we  deserve  his  best  endeavours  on 
our  behalf,  and  let  the  ‘  Union  ’  see  that  a  close  Borough 
is  not  to  be  endured  again. 

“  An  Elector. 

“Newberry  and  Terry,  Printers,  Hatton  Garden, 

London.” 

“  To  the  Electors  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham. 

“  Brother  Electors, 

“  An  address  subscribed  ‘  An  Elector  ’  has  lately 
made  its  appearance  in  which  you  are  asked  ‘  If  you  dis- 
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card  your  present  member  and  elect  a  Tory  supported 
by  the  interest  of  a  certain  noble  Duke  wherein  will  you 
better  yourselves  ?  ’  what  Tory  ?  Mr.  Broadwood  is  no 
Tory.  His  principles  are  as  liberal  as  those  of  your  present 
Member.  He  may  not  profess  so  much,  but  he  is  in¬ 
capable  of  deceiving  you,  or  of  attempting  to  bias  you 
unfairly.  He  has  not  (as  this  address  falsely  asserts) 
been  put  or  dragged  forward  by  an  ‘  Intimidating  Union  ’ 
nor  will  he,  if  chosen  to  represent  you  in  Parliament,  owe 
his  return  to  the  weight,  interest,  and  influence  of  any 
person  save  the  Free  and  Independent  Electors  of  Hor¬ 
sham.  It  is  no  longer  a  question  of  Freedom  or  Slavery 
in  this  Borough — the  glorious  Reform  Bill  has  forever 
conferred  on  the  electors  of  Horsham  the  power  of  freely 
choosing  their  Representative. 

“  Be  it  however  remembered  that  as  long  as  the  Family 
of  the  noble  Duke,  whose  name  is  so  often  mentioned,  had 
any  influence  in  Horsham,  the  father  of  the  present  Mem¬ 
ber  was  notoriously  the  subservient  nominee  of  that 
Family.  ‘  How  will  you  better  yourselves  ’  if  when 
liberated  from  the  Dominion  of  a  noble  Duke  you  render 
yourselves  slaves  to  another  Family  or  to  a  particular 
party  in  the  Town  which  chooses  to  arrogate  to  itself  the 
pretence  of  dictating  to  the  Electors  at  large  the  choice 
of  their  Member  ?  The  Father  was  the  Member  under 
the  old  rotten  system.  The  Son  demands  your  suffrages 
on  Liberal  principles  now  that  he  can  no  longer  avail 
himself  of  the  Blue  Bag  without  which  the  head  of  his 
family  would  never  have  represented  you  in  Parliament. 
Is  Horsham  a  close  Borough  for  the  Hurst  family  ?  Let 
your  votes  at  the  ensueing  Election  refute  this  Calumny. 

“  Instead  of  misrepresenting  others  it  would  be  well  if 
the  Friends  of  your  late  Member  had  the  manliness  to 
publish  what  that  honourable  gentleman’s  present  poli¬ 
tical  principles  are,  and  explain  why,  during  the  time  he 
has  been  your  Representative,  he  has  not  fulfilled  the 
Pledges  volunteered  at  the  last  Election.  Why  his  votes 
on,  or  absence  during,  most  of  the  Discussions  on  Tithes, 
the  abolition  of  Negro  Slavery,  The  Reduction  of 
National  Expenditure,  and  Taxation  (Particularly  on 
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the  propositions  to  repeal  or  reduce  the  malt  duty  and 
on  the  motion  for  an  enquiry  into  the  Distress  of  the 
Country)  were  rather  calculated  to  conciliate  the  then 
existing  Government  than  support  the  cause  of  the 
People  and  the  wishes  of  his  Constituents  in  Par- 

TICULAR. 

“  Another  Elector.” 

About  the  same  time  as  Mr.  Broadwood  came  out  there 
appeared  another  candidate  in  the  person  of  Mr.  Chadwick 
Jones,  almost  a  stranger  to  Horsham,  who  came  forward  as 
an  Ultra-Radical  upon  perceiving,  it  was  said,  on  his  pro¬ 
fessional  visits  to  Horsham  as  a  Barrister  at  the  insolvent 
debtor’s  Court,  the  unpopularity  of  Mr.  Hurst  with  the  ad¬ 
vanced  section  of  his  supporters.  We  have  been  unable  to 
ascertain  whether  it  was  the  unpopularity  of  Mr.  Hurst  with 
these  supporters,  or  the  greater  degree  of  dislike  by  which  he 
was  regarded  by  his  opponents,  that  produced  the  new  candi¬ 
date  ;  that  is  to  say,  whether  Mr.  Jones  came  out  as  a  genuine 
candidate  or  as  a  mere  nominee  of  the  Pink  party  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  splitting  the  Radical  vote,  as  was  alleged  by  the  Blues. 
But  from  the  fact  that  Mr.  Jones  announced  his  intention  of 
contesting  the  seat  some  eighteen  months  before  the  Election, 
and  issued  his  address  before  Mr.  Broadwood  issued  his  ;  and 
that  he  withdrew  his  candidature  upon  finding  from  his 
canvass  that  he  could  not  win  the  seat,  and  that  if  he  went  to 
the  poll  he  would  endanger  the  return  of  a  Reform  Member, 
we  conclude  that  both  his  appearance  and  his  disappearance 
were  bona  fide. 

It  was  about  this  time,  too,  when  these  numerous  and  very 
strong  expressions  of  dissatisfaction  drove  Mr.  Hurst  to  see 
that  his  hold  upon  his  seat  in  Parliament  was  getting  pre¬ 
carious  ;  that  he  began  buying  up  small  properties  in  and  about 
Horsham  for  the  purpose,  it  was  alleged,  of  controlling  the 
tenants’  votes  and  thus  to  maintain  his  Membership  for  the 
Borough. 

It  will  seem  rather  anomalous  that  Mr.  Hurst,  who  came 
out  as  the  champion  of  the  people’s  liberties  against  the  can¬ 
didate  of  the  Duke  of  Norfolk,  the  last  representative  of 
absolute  personal  political  domination  at  Horsham,  should 
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now  be  seeking  to  exercise  the  same  kind  of  Electioneering 
tactics,  viz.  control  of  votes  via  ownership  of  property,  that 
was  so  potent  before  the  Reform  Act  was  supposed  to  have 
abolished  it ;  but,  in  fact,  this  evil  was  but  largely  mitigated, 
not  abolished,  by  that  Act.  The  extension  of  the  franchise  to 
the  £ 10  householders  made  it  impossible  perhaps  for  anyone  to 
acquire  a  sufficient  number  of  properties  to  enable  him,  assum¬ 
ing  he  could  command  the  votes  of  the  tenants,  to  defy  the 
combined  opposition  of  the  remainder,  as  had  been  the  case 
with  the  ownership  of  the  Burgage  properties  in  pre-Reform 
days  ;  but  Mr.  Hurst,  in  the  decline  of  his  popularity,  did  not 
fail  to  see  that  the  independent  voters  might  be  so  nearly  evenly 
divided  as  to  make  the  number  of  votes  he  could  influence  by 
the  ownership  of  qualifying  properties,  the  determining  factor 
at  an  Election.  Mr.  Hurst  had  from  twenty-five  to  thirty 
tenants  qualified  to  vote  at  this  time.  Others  besides  Mr. 
Hurst  saw  the  possibility  of  his  getting  by  these  purchases  a 
grip  upon  the  Borough  similar  in  kind,  if  not  to  the  same 
degree,  as  that  formerly  held  by  the  Dukes  of  Norfolk,  Lady 
Irwin,  and  the  Lords  Irwin.  Indeed,  fears  were  entertained 
and  expressed  by  some  that  the  Borough  might  enjoy  but  a 
brief  spell  of  liberty  and  then  be  thrust  back  into  pre-Reform 
impotence  by  being  transferred  from  the  pocket  of  one  owner 
to  another  ;  and  so  there  resulted  from  this  vision  and  these 
fears  the  Gilbertian  situation  ;  that  of  the  Radicals  who  had 
looked  forward  so  earnestly  and  for  so  long  for  the  franchise 
and  their  liberties,  supporting  Mr.  Hurst,  who,  if  the  allega¬ 
tion  were  true,  was  preparing  to  tyrannise  a  portion  of  the 
electorate  and  deprive  the  Borough  of  its  freedom  of  choice  ; 
whilst  a  strong  party  of  Tories,  successors  of  those  whom  the 
Radicals  called  the  “  Intimidating  Committee,”  now  organised, 
and  called  themselves,  the  “  Independent  Party  ”  for  the 
express  purpose  of  frustrating  the  alleged  tyrannous  design. 
Generally  speaking,  at  this  time  the  bulk  of  Mr.  Hurst’s  sup¬ 
porters  were  Townspeople,  whdst  almost  the  whole  of  the  voters 
in  the  surrounding  neighbourhood  supported  Mr.  Broadwood. 

Mr.  Broadwood  observed  a  very  cautious  manner  in 
expressing  his  political  principles,  and  took  up  an  attitude  of 
independence  midway  between  Whig  and  Tory,  with  leanings 
to  both.  This  attitude,  without  jeopardising  the  Pink  and 
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independent  support,  secured  some  of  the  less  radically  in¬ 
clined  Blue  support.  Thus,  whilst  the  Pinks  in  agreement 
with  the  Radicals  called  him  a  Tory,  many  of  the  Blues  were 
as  satisfied  with  him  as  a  Whig  as  with  Mr.  Hurst. 

Mr.  Broadwood’s  address  read  as  follows  : — 

% 

“  To  the  Worthy  and  Independent  Electors  of  the 
Borough  of  Horsham. 

“  Gentlemen, 

“  A  dissolution  of  Parliament  being  shortly  expected, 
I  am  induced,  in  complying  with  the  wishes  of  some  of  the 
respectable  Electors  of  your  Borough,  to  offer  myself  as 
a  candidate  for  the  honour  of  representing  you  in  Par¬ 
liament.  It  is  an  arduous,  and  I  may  say  sacred,  trust, 
and  I  am  thoroughly  sensible  of  its  importance.  But  to 
enter  into  any  pledges  or  promises  to  vote,  or  to  be  the 
advocate  for  any  party  measure  before  it  has  undergone 
discussion,  is,  I  conceive,  to  compromise  your  interests 
and  my  duty.  I  admit  I  should  be  unworthy  of  your 
favourable  consideration  if  I  attempted  to  gain  your 
suffrages  by  any  such  means.  And  I  know  your  good 
sense  would  condemn  me  for  seeking  your  support  at  the 
price  of  your  independence. 

“  I  am  friendly  to  Civil  and  Religious  Liberty,  to  every 
retrenchment  consistent  with  the  honour  of  our  Country, 
and  to  the  reform  of  all  abuses  both  in  our  Church  and 
State.  I  hope  I  may  assume  you  will  give  me  credit  for 
an  earnest  attention  to  whatever  can  advance  your  local 
interests,  the  prosperity  of  which  I  will  exert  myself  upon 
all  occasions  to  promote. 

“  With  these  sentiments  I  look  confidently  to  the 
attainment  of  the  high  honour  of  being  your  representa¬ 
tive  in  Parliament. 

“  I  am,  Gentlemen, 

Your  faithful  and  very  obedient  servant, 
Thomas  Broadwood. 

“  Holmbush,  18 th  Deer.  1834.” 

The  number  of  voters  on  the  Register  at  this  election  was 
280. 


ELECTION  ATAVISM 


297 


The  Pink  headquarters  were  fixed  at  the  “  King’s  Head 
Inn,”  with  Mr.  Stedman  acting  as  Mr.  Broadwood’s  agent. 
The  Blue  headquarters  were  fixed  at  the  “  Crown  Inn,”  with 
Mr.  Padwick  alone  again  acting  as  Mr.  Hurst’s  agent ;  Mr. 
Coppard  having  turned  Pink. 

Nomination  day,  Monday  the  6th  January  1835,  was  very 
entertaining.  The  proceedings  were  much  more  exciting  than 
those  of  two  years  ago,  when  the  certainty  of  a  Blue  victory 
somewhat  discounted  the  business.  Mr.  Hurst’s  certainty 
had  vanished,  and  the  anticipation  by  both  parties  of  a  very 
close  poll  gave  a  spur  to  their  activities.  Early  in  the  morning 
the  Blues,  headed  by  the  Dorking  Band,  paraded  with  their 
whiteboys  and  other  partisans  round  the  Town.  Mr.  Hurst 
used  the  same  banners  and  flags  as  he  had  used  at  the  last 
election,  together  with  some  new  ones  on  which  were  inscribed 
the  additional  mottoes  “  Hurst  and  Independence,”  11  Freedom 
of  the  Press,”  “  Freedom  of  Election.” 

About  9  o’clock  Mr.  Broadwood  formed  his  procession  at 
Holmbush,  and  his  very  picturesque  cavalcade  entered  the 
Town  in  the  following  order  : — 

An  immense  flag  inscribed,  “  The  King  and  Constitution  ;  ” 

Another  do.  ; 

“  Broadwood  the  Tradesmen’s  Friend  ;  the  Farmer’s  sup¬ 
porter  ;  the  poor  man’s  benefactor  ; 

A  rich  scarlet  and  gold  banner,  bearing  the  inscription, 

“  Broadwood  and  Freedom  of  Election,” 
supported  by  footmen  in  dresses  to  correspond  ; 

The  Horsham  Town  Band  ; 

Another  Band  ; 

Another  Flag  inscribed  “  Always  flourishing  ;  ” 
yet  another  large  banner  inscribed 
“  Success  to  the  Holmbush  and  may  it  never  want  berries ; 

One  hundred  horsemen  riding  in  two’s,  principally  electors, 
all  gaily  decorated  in  Mr.  Broadwood  s  colour  , 

Mr.  Broadwood  in  an  open  carriage,  accompanied  by  John 
Shelley  Esq.  and  his  sons  ; 

Another  carriage  containing  Mrs.  Broadwood  and  her 
friends  ; 
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The  carriage  of  Mr.  Benjamin  Fox  of  Chestnut  Lodge,  Sir 
Timothy  Shelley  of  Field  Place,  and  several  others. 

The  procession,  after  going  round  the  Town,  stopped  at 
the  “  King’s  Head  Inn,”  which  was  thronged  by  Mr.  Broad- 
wood’s  friends  and  supporters. 

About  i  o’clock  the  rival  parties  proceeded  to  the  Hustings, 
a  temporary  wooden  structure  erected,  as  before,  in  front  of 
the  Town  Hall.  Mr.  Hurst  walked  from  his  house  in  the 
Causeway,  accompanied  by  ioo  of  his  voters  ;  Mr.  Broadwood 
walked  from  the  “  King’s  Head  ”  accompanied  by  his  IOO 
horsemen. 

The  following  unofficial  prophecy  of  the  Pink  proceedings 
at  the  Hustings  was  issued  by  the  Blues  : — 

“  Important  discovery  of  the  Method  of  proceedings  to 
be  adopted  by  the  Tories  at  the  Hustings  : — 

“  Mr.  T.1 2  will  nominate  Mr.  Broadwood  in  the  following 
neat  speech — 

“  ‘  Gentlemen, 

/  “  ‘  Electors  I — I  call  you  independent  ah— ah— yes 

independent.  You  voted  for  a  rank  Catholic  Whig  at  the 
last  Election,  Mr.  Blount.  He  lost  it  you  know  hut  still 
I  think  there  is  something  so  very  pretty  and  childlike  in 
the  name  of  Blount  that  I  can’t  forget  it,  but  I  don’t  like 
his  membership  (loud  laughter  and  blowing  of  great 
Horns)  this  time  and  so  I — I — shall  make  use  of  my 
power  and  you  shall  have  a  TORY  and  if  you  don’t  vote 
for  Him  I  wish  you  all  a  journey  to  Bath.  (Cries  of  “  you 
should  have  been  there  yourself.”)  ’ 

“  After  this  speech  Poor  Tom  2  will  secon'd  the  nomina¬ 
tion  in  a  most  luminous  speech  as  follows — 

“  ‘  Gentlemen, 

“  ‘  I’ve  known  Mr.  Broadwood  as  long  as  I've  known 
him  (loud  laughter).  You  are  an  independent  set  of 
Electors.  You  vote  for  anything  we  like  that  is  just 
what  you  ought  to  do.  First  a  Catholic  ;  now  a  Tory. 
As  to  principles  we  are  best  off  without  any  except  one — 


1  Mr.  Tredcroft  of  Manor  House. 

2  Mr.  Sanctuary  of  the  Nunnery. 
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that  the  people  ought  to  be  as  passive  as  nuns  in  a 
nunnery.’ 

“  The  worthy  candidate  will  then  address  the  people — 
“  ‘  Gentlemen, 

“  ‘  I  now  feel  and  see  it  is  out  of  my  power  to  gain 
the  seat  I  desired ;  I  now  see  that  I  have  been  grossly 
deceived  by  those  who  made  false  representations  to  me  ;  I 
now  see  that  the  obnoxious  party  that  I  have  acted  with 
has  been  the  cause  of  all  (cries  of  “  that  is  the  cause  ”) 
my  defeat.  But  Gentlemen  you  have  had  a  pretty  good 
share  of  guzzle  (cries  of  “  not  the  Blues  ”)  therefore  you 
ought  to  help  me  (“  no- — no  ”)  well  I  must  say  the  Blues 
are  independent  (“  Bravo  ”)  whilst  my  supporters  are  of 
every  grade  and  colour  (“  that  is  right  ”).  Gentlemen  I 
regret  to  say  that  all  my  hopes  are  gone  ;  those  Visions 
of  grandeur  have  disappeared  and 

"  '  Like  the  baseless  fabric  of  a  Vision 
Left  not  a  wreck  behind, 

Except  the  Bills.’ 

“  A  gentleman  from  N - 1  L - e  1  here  attempted 

to  speak  but  the  moment  the  Electors  saw  him  they  cried 
out  Traitor  !  Traitor  !  !  Off !  Off  !  !  Here  the  uproar 
prevented  hearing  any  more  being  heard. 

“  Philpott,  Printer,  Horsham.” 

The  Pinks  issued  a  similar  squib  on  imaginary  Blue  pro¬ 
ceedings  : — 

“  Intended  Speech  for  the  Hustings  by  Henry  M*rr*ll, 

Esq. 

“  The  Manuscript  of  the  following  Brilliant  Oration  was 
picked  up  last  Night  near  the  Queens  Head — the  words 
in  the  parenthesis  are  the  supposed  Bravo’s  he  will 
receive. 

“  ‘  Mr.  Bailiffs  and  Brother  Electors, 

“  ‘  This  is  the  second  time  during  the  whole  course  of 
my  life  that  ever  I  addressed  a  Public  Meeting,  so  I  hope 
you’ll  excuse  any  blunders  I  may  make,  but  as  I  have 


1  Nuthurst  Lodge  (Mr.  Nelthorpe). 


300  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  OF  HORSHAM 


studied  my  speech  for  a  fortnight  I  think  I  shall  get 
through  it  pretty  well. 

“  ‘  Gentlemen, 

“  1  Mr.  Hurst  is  a  very  nice  sort  of  a  Man,  spends  all 
his  money  amongst  you  and  never  gets  in  Debt !  (“  don’t 
he  ”).  I  say  you  ought  to  choose  him  to  be  your  Member 
for  if  you  want  a  Favour  of  him,  he  is  always  ready, 
(“  what  do  you  mean  by  Favours  ?  ”)  I  don’t  mean 
Ribbons  ;  but  if  you  want  such  a  thing  as  a  letter  Franked 
he’s  your  Man — Only  think  what  a  bore  it  would  be  to 
have  to  go  to  Holmbush  for  a  Frank,  besides  !  look  at 
the  expense  of  the  Gate  ! 

“  ‘  Gentlemen, 

“  ‘  I  save  7d.  when  I  can,  so  does  he.  I — likes  him 
because  he’s  like  me,  don’t  squander  away  the  “  rhino." 
The  old  Gentleman  brought  him  up  in  a  nice  saving  sort 
of  way.  .  .  . 

“  *  Gentlemen, 

“  ‘  Mr.  Broadwood  brags  of  being  a  Tradesman, 
han’t  I  been  a  Tradesman  myself  ?  and  wa’n’t  Mr. 
Hurst’s  Father  a  Tailor  ?  Breeches  making  shall  be 
better  than  Fiddling  any  day.  .  .  .  Remember  the  Char¬ 
acter  I  give  him  last  time  .  .  .  didn’t  he  deserve  it  ? 
Recollect  the  Pledges  he  gave — han’t  he  Broke  them  ? 
(“  he  has — he  has  ” — Hisses  and  Groans).  I  beg  pardon 
I  meant,  he  won’t  Pledge  himself  this  time.  (“  He  has  to 
the  Corner  House.") 

“  ‘  Gentlemen, 

They  say  we  intimidate.  Han’t  we  a  right  to  get 
Votes  any  how  ?  and  han’t  We  a  right  to  Vote  as  We  like  ? 
What  have  WE  to  do  with  Principles  ?  Why  I  voted 
last  time  for  Mr.  Blount,  because  he  was  a  Tory ,  and  for 
Mr.  Hurst,  because  he  was  a  Rad,  and  I  Votes  for  him 
this  time  because  (here  the  corner  of  the  manuscript  was 
torn  off)  Thats  my  Political  creed. 

“  ‘  Gentlemen, 

I  have  now  gone  through  all  his  good  qualities  and 
leave  him  in  your  hands.’ 
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Perhaps  Mr.  M.  will  find  out  Mr.  Hurst’s  present 
principles  by  the  day  of  Election. 

“  Horsham,  Jan.  2nd.  1835. 

“  Hunt,  Printer,  West  Street,  Horsham.” 

The  Returning  Officers,  William  Sheppard  and  William 
Watkyns,  the  Borough  Bailiffs,  presided  at  the  Hustings,  and, 
proclamation  having  been  made,  Mr.  William  Rickword 
stepped  forward  and  proposed  Mr.  Hurst  as  a  fit  and  proper 
person  to  represent  the  Borough  in  Parliament.  In  the  course 
of  his  speech  he  expressed  the  desires  of  the  advanced  Radicals 
for  universal  suffrage,  voting  by  ballot,  and  other  measures 
of  Reform  ;  “  but  it  was  too  much  to  expect  to  find  candidates 
who  would  go  so  far.  If  they  could  not  get  a  man  to  go  the 
whole  way  they  should  vote  for  him  who  went  some  way  and 
who  was  a  Reformer.  (Cries  of  ‘  Was  Hurst  a  reformer  ?  ’) 
(Hisses,  Cheers  and  Noises.)  If  they  did  not  approve  of  a 
man  who  went  some  way,  would  they  have  a  man  who  went 
no  way  ?  (Renewed  hisses.)  He  knew  Mr.  Hurst  was  a 
Reformer.  (‘  No,  he  looked  to  place.’)  He  had  seen  a  flag 
that  day  inscribed  ‘  Broadwood  and  Independence  of  Elec¬ 
tion.’  (No  !  No  !)  No,  he  admitted  he  was  wrong  ;  it  was 
‘  Broadwood  and  Freedom  of  Election.’  If  he  had  reflected 
he  might  have  known  there  was  no  independence  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Hustings  (cries  of  ‘  Not  so,’  cheers  and  tumult) 
when  he  saw  that  many  who  had  recently  supported  Mr.  Hurst 
(cries  of  ‘  He  has  betrayed  the  trust  we  put  in  him,  and  we 
throw  him  off  ’)  now  came  forward  and  supported  Mr.  Broad¬ 
wood  he  could  but  suspect  their  independence.  It  was  an 
attempt  on  the  part  of  those  who  were  around  Mr.  Broadwood 
to  make  Horsham  once  more  a  close  Borough.  He  excluded 
the  humble  candidate  from  participation  in  such  an  object, 
but  he  was  sorry  to  see  amongst  his  supporters  those  who 
called  themselves  Reformers.  How  could  they  vote  for  a 
man  who  was  supported  by  the  Tories  ?  and  how  could  a 
Reformer  oppose  Mr.  Hurst  ?  (Cries  of  ‘  Pie  is  no  Reformer  ; 
he  is  a  place  hunter.’)  ”  (General  tumult,  in  which  Mr. 
Rickword  concluded.) 

Mr.  George  Dawson  seconded  Mr.  Hurst. 

Sir  Timothy  Shelley,  now  82  years  of  age,  then  came  for¬ 
ward  and  proposed  Mr.  Broadwood,  and  was  at  once  assailed 
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by  the  most  vigorous  yells  and  outcries  from  the  Blue  party. 
He  claimed  to  be  a  Reformer  himself,  and  indirectly  charged 
Mr.  Hurst  with  being  more  intent  as  a  candidate  upon  a 
position  at  St.  James’  Palace  than  as  a  Member  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  Upon  this  his  feeble  voice  was  drowned  by  the 
hootings  and  shoutings  of  the  Blues. 

Mr.  Pilfold  Medwin  seconded  Mr.  Broadwood. 

Mr.  Hurst  then  made  a  speech  in  which  he  defended  his 
conduct  as  a  Member  of  the  first  Reform  Parliament.  He 
preferred  the  quiet  of  private  life  ;  but  he  had  abandoned  it 
to  become  a  Member  for  Horsham,  entirely  from  a  sense  of 
public  duty  and  from  his  sincere  wish  to  preserve  the  Inde¬ 
pendence  of  the  electorate. 

Mr.  Broadwood,  in  his  address  which  followed,  spoke  of 
the  wealth  and  comfort  he  was  sacrificing  in  order  to  become 
their  Member  ;  and,  curious  to  relate,  stated,  like  Mr.  Hurst, 
that  nothing  could  have  induced  him  to  give  it  up  but  his 
sense  of  public  duty.  Again  like  Mr.  Hurst,  his  chief  concern 
was  for  the  Independence  of  the  electorate. 

From  the  fact  that  both  candidates  confessed  the  same 
motives  for  their  appearance  ;  that  it  was  claimed  by  each 
and  his  partisans  that  he  was  a  Reform  candidate  ;  that  he 
was  chiefly  concerned  for  the  maintenance  of  the  freedom  of 
the  Borough  ;  and  that  but  for  his  appearance  his  opponent 
would  have  made  Horsham  a  close  Borough  again.  From 
this  similarity  of  motives  ;  from  these  claims  ;  and  from  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Hurst  was  too  Whiggish  to  suit  the  Radicals, 
and  that  Mr.  Broadwood  was  supported  by  many  Whigs  as 
well  as  Tories,  it  would  appear  that  the  Electorate  had  very 
little  choice  between  the  candidates  on  public  grounds.  But, 
from  the  nature  of  the  proceedings,  which  were  at  times 
tumultuous,  and  from  the  abusive  and  insulting  epithets,  as 
well  as  tangible  unpleasantness  such  as  rotten  eggs,  etc., 
which  were  hurled  at  the  occupants  of  the  Hustings,  it  is 
evident  that  great  differences  existed  between  the  more  excited 
partisans  on  either  side,  and  supplied  that  amount  of  an¬ 
tagonism  thought  proper  to  Parliamentary  Elections  which 
the  want  of  a  sufficient  political  difference  between  candidates 
might  fail  to  provide.  But  however  similar  the  candidates 
might  be  in  fact,  it  was  said  at  this  time  that  the  political 
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parties  at  Horsham  agreed  in  nothing  at  an  Election  but  in 
appointing  a  numerous  staff  of  agents  and  sub-agents,  and  in 
putting  their  candidates  to  the  most  extravagant  expenditure 
in  their  efforts  to  get  into  Parliament.1 

After  Mr.  Tredcroft  had  paid  a  high  tribute  to  Mr.  Hurst 
as  a  private  gentleman,  but  had  roundly  denounced  him  as  a 
politician  for  dishonesty,  for  wilfully  breaking  his  promises, 
and  for  want  of  integrity  and  courage  to  support  his  principles, 
a  show  of  hands  was  called  for  by  the  Returning  Officers — this 
was  declared  in  favour  of  Mr.  Broadwood  ;  whereupon  a  poll 
was  demanded  by  Mr.  Padwick  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Hurst.  The 
demand  was  complied  with  by  the  Returning  Officers,  who 
announced  that  the  poll  would  take  place  on  the  morrow  and 
the  following  day  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m. 

Polling  commenced  on  Tuesday  morning  at  the  appointed 
time.  The  state  of  the  poll  was  posted  up  at  the  end  of  every 
completed  hour,  the  candidates  keeping  almost  level  until 

1  o’clock  when  Mr.  Broadwood  was  one  vote  ahead.  At 

2  o’clock  he  was  three  votes  ahead,2  when  Mr.  Padwick  made 
a  grand  rally  for  his  side  by  bringing  up  Mr.  Hurst’s  father, 
then  83  years  of  age  who  of  course  voted  for  his  son  ;  the 
candidate,  Mr.  Hurst,  who  of  course  voted  for  himself  ;  and 
then  adding  his  own  vote  ;  these,  with  two  others,  made  five 
votes  altogether,  thus  giving  Mr.  Hurst  a  lead  of  two  votes. 
This  lead  he  maintained  until  4  o’clock,  when  the  totals  stood 

For  Mr.  Hurst  .  .  .120  votes. 

For  Mr.  Broadwood  .  .  118  ,, 

During  the  whole  of  the  day  the  Market  Square  was 
crowded  with  partisans  in  Pink  and  Blue,  all  more  or  less 
excited  at  the  evenness  of  the  voting  at  this,  the  first  really 
contested  Reform  Election. 

At  the  close  of  the  day’s  poll  both  candidates  addressed 
the  populace,  but  such  was  the  noise,  the  hissings,  yellings, 
and  confusion  that  neither  could  be  heard. 

Though  but  6  per  cent,  of  the  voters  were  left  to  poll  on 
the  morrow,  the  closeness  oh  the  voting  made  their  attendance 
at  the  Hustings  of  great  importance,  and  maintained  the 

1  Mr  Broadwood’s  efforts  at  Horsham  cost  him  £10,000  we  have  been  told. 

»  Another  account  states  that  at  2  o’clock  the  polling  was  level. 
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excitement  and  interest  in  the  contest.  Both  sides  put  forth 
new  exertions.  Post  chaises  and  horses  were  hired  and  during 
the  night  were  going  in  all  directions  with  special  messengers 
to  secure  the  attendance  of  this  small  remnant,  which  con¬ 
sisted  wholly  of  out-voters,  some  of  whom  lived  at  considerable 
distances.1 

Punctually  the  next  morning  both  parties  re-appeared  at 
the  Hustings,  but  in  the  whole  course  of  the  day  only  thirteen 
more  votes  were  polled,  viz.  seven  for  Mr.  Hurst  and  six  for 
Mr.  Broadwood.  At  the  final  close  of  the  poll  the  numbers 
declared  by  the  Returning  Officers  were  as  follows  : — 

For  Mr.  Hurst  ....  127 

For  Mr.  Broadwood  .  .  .  124 

a  majority  of  three  votes  for  Mr.  Hurst,  who  was  therefore 
declared  duly  elected. 

Mr.  Hurst  then  thanked  the  free  and  independent  electors 
for  the  exertions  they  had  made  on  his  behalf,  and  congratu¬ 
lated  them  upon  his  triumph. 

Mr.  Broadwood  thanked  his  supporters  and  stated  his 
intention  of  demanding  a  scrutiny,  and  as  a  result  of  this  he 
had  no  doubt  of  being  the  Member  instead  of  Mr.  Hurst. 

Mr.  Broadwood’s  petition  for  a  scrutiny  was  duly  pre¬ 
sented,  and  a  select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  was 
appointed  to  try  the  case.  The  Committee  sat  on  Wednesday, 
27th  May,  and  had  before  them  the  determination  as  to  the 
validity  of  nineteen  votes.  Of  these,  fifteen  turned  upon  the 
question  of  the  voters’  occupation  of  their  premises  for  the 
necessary  qualifying  period  ;  two  upon  the  non-payment  of 
rates  ;  one  as  to  imbecility  ;  and  one  upon  the  question  as 
to  whether  Mr.  Padwick  was  a  paid  agent  for  Mr.  Hurst,  as, 
if  he  were,  his  vote  was  invalid. 

On  Thursday  evening  the  Committee  adjourned,  with  but 
two  votes,  one  Pink  and  one  Blue,  left  to  decide.  On  Friday 
morning  the  Petitioner’s  Counsel  announced  that  the  Peti¬ 
tioner  intended  not  to  proceed  with  the  scrutiny.  The  Com¬ 
mittee  found  that  seven  of  Mr.  Hurst’s  votes  and  five  of 

1  It  must  not  be  forgotten  that  at  this  time  there  was  no  wireless,  no  telephone, 
no  telegraph,  no  penny  post,  no  motor  car,  no  railway  even  at  Horsham. 
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Mr.  Broadwood’s  were  bad.  The  amended  poll  therefore 
stood  as  follows  : — 

For  Mr.  Hurst — • 

Voted  at  the  Election  .  .127 

Struck  off  by  Committee  .  .  7 


120 

For  Mr.  Broadwood — 

Voted  at  the  Election  .  .124 

Struck  off  by  Committee  -  .  5 

119 

Majority  for  Mr.  Hurst  .  .  1 

The  victorious  Member  returned  to  Horsham,  and  he  and 
his  supporters,  headed  by  their  band,  made  a  procession  round 
the  Town  ;  “  but,”  we  read,  “  no  extraordinary  rejoicings 
were  manifested.” 

The  Committee  therefore  reported  to  the  House  that 
Mr.  Hurst  was  duly  elected.  But,  from  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Broadwood  had  no  vote,  and  that  Mr.  Hurst  voted  for  himself, 
the  Broadwood  half  of  the  electorate  declared  Mr.  Hurst  self- 
elected. 

As  an  alternative  to  the  vote  of  Mr.  Hurst  as  the  winning 
vote  of  the  Election,  however,  the  reader  may  prefer  that  of 
Mr.  Padwick.  At  the  time  of  the  Election  he  was  under  an 
agreement  with  Mr.  Hurst  to  act  as  his  electioneering  agent 
at  a  fee  of  £220  per  annum,  with  an  added  fee  of  £100  per 
Election.  Knowing  these  payments  would  disqualify  his 
vote  if  he  gave  it,  he  released  Mr.  Hurst  from  this  agreement 
in  order  to  give  his  vote  a  colourable  claim,  and  the  yote  was 
therefore  allowed.  Afterwards,  under  cross-examination  before 
a  House  of  Commons’  Committee,  he  admitted  he  was  paid 
for  his  agency  at  this  Election. 

If  neither  of  these  votes  as  the  winner  of  the  Election 
should  suit  the  fastidious  taste  of  the  reader,  we  may  offer 
yet  another  vote,  remarkable  in  a  different  way,  the  genuine¬ 
ness  of  which  is  indisputable.  William  West,  a  farmer  at 
Moated  House  on  the  extreme  north  of  the  Parish,  and  a 
tenant  of  Mr.  Hurst,  also  did  business  as  a  farm  valuer,  in 

20 
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which  capacity  he  held  a  good  conceit  of  himself.  Some  three 
or  four  days  before  the  Election  he  was  waited  upon  by  a 
friend,  John  Savage,1  one  of  Mr.  Broadwood’s  supporters, 
who  told  him  he  had  a  good  valuation  for  him  to  make  near 
Battle  in  East  Sussex.  By  this  means  he  was  enticed  away 
by  the  Pinks.  The  Blues,  hearing  of  his  capture,  at  once  sent 
two  of  their  best  fighters — Captain  Thomas,  a  peppery  old  sea 
salt,  and  John  Peters — to  effect  his  rescue.  Their  departure 
and  errand  were  soon  heard  of  at  Pink  headquarters  ;  where¬ 
upon  Pink  reinforcements,  including  a  smart  London  lawyer, 
were  immediately  organised  and  despatched  post-haste.  All 
reached  West  about  the  same  time  and  found  him  a  self¬ 
helpless  victim  of  political  trickery,  drunk.  A  battle  royal 
for  the  possession  of  the  body,  soul,  and  vote  of  the  inebriate 
farmer  then  and  there  took  place,  in  which  the  Captain,  caring 
nothing  for  the  niceties  of  the  law,  but  well  knowing  the  old 
adage  that  “  possession  is  nine-tenths  ”  of  it,  got  the  better 
of  the  smart  legal  gentleman,  captured  the  victim  and  drove 
back  to  Horsham  with  the  spoils.  They  arrived  just  in  time 
to  arrange  a  triumphant  canter  to  the  poll  in  a  gig  with 
tandem  well  decorated  in  blue,  when  West,  now  sufficiently 
sober,  voted  for  Mr.  Hurst. 

We  have  been  told  Capt.  Thomas  got  £20  for  his  success, 
but  Peters,  not  so  lucky  in  his  reward,  spoilt  his  best  suit  of 
clothes  and  never  got  a  farthing. 

Mr.  Hurst  sat  until  the  dissolution  of  Parliament  conse¬ 
quent  upon  the  death  of  William  IV.  and  the  accession  of 
Queen  Victoria. 

1  In  the  poll  book  John  Savage  is  entered  as  a  voter  fot  Hurst.  We  were 
given  the  facts  as  stated  by  John  Peter’s  son.  Savage  perhaps  was  but  a  blind 
tool  of  the  Pinks. 
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The  Moribund  Corporation — The  1837  General  Election — After- 
dinner  Compliments — The  1841  General  Election — The  Corn 
Law  Agitation — A  Bye- election. 

The  even  voting,  and  the  strong  party  feeling  shown  at  the 
1835  Election,  accentuated  by  the  Scrutiny,  laid  a  sure 
foundation  for  a  still  stronger  contest  in  1837.  Both  parties 
had  kept  themselves  intact  and  active ;  new  methods  of 
stratagem  and  manoeuvre  were  introduced ;  processes  of 
ejectment  from  premises,  for  the  purpose  of  destroying  the 
votes  of  some  who  refused  to  be  coerced  into  voting  against 
their  inclination  or  principles,  were  issued  by  their  landlords  ; 
whilst  on  the  other  hand  Mr.  Padwick  attended  at  the  Bench 
and  paid  the  poor  rates  of  others  who  were  in  arrears,  and  who 
but  for  such  aid  would  be  disqualified  under  the  Reform  Act 
from  voting.  Spies  and  night  watchers  for  the  purpose  of 
intimidating,  and  sometimes  capturing,  voters,  were  employed 
on  both  sides.  Their  duties  were  systemised,  and  frequently 
carried  out,  regardless  of  personal  liberty  and  in  defiance  of 
Election  law. 

There  were  two  alterations  in  the  Electoral  machinery  at 
Horsham  between  the  1835  and  1837  Elections.  By  an  Act 
of  Parliament  of  5  and  6  William  IV.,  Chap.  36,  Polling  for 
Boroughs,  instead  of  occupying  two  days  according  to  the 
Reform  Act,  was  confined  to  one  day.  The  other  alteration 
was  in  regard  to  the  Returning  Officers.  The  Reform  Act 
gave  new  political  life  to  the  Borough  of  Horsham,  but  it  had 
a  fatal  effect  upon  the  ancient  Corporation.  From  a  properly 
constituted  and  respected  authority,  fulfilling  local  require¬ 
ments  and  discharging  more  or  less  satisfactorily  its  duties,  it 
had  been  prostituted  for  over  a  century  before  1832  to  mere 
subserviency  to  the  political  ambitions  and  interests  of  the 
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Lords  and  Lady  Irwin  and  the  Dukes  of  Norfolk,  whose 
Stewards  managed  or  disregarded  the  affairs  of  the  Borough 
as  would  best  serve  their  Masters’  purpose.  Up  to  1832  the 
Courts  Leet  were  regularly  held  and  the  Bailiffs  appointed  ; 
but,  finding  the  Reform  Act  had  cut  the  Political  ground  from 
under  his  feet,  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  practically  ceased  his 
interest  in  the  Borough,  and  the  Corporation  became  mori¬ 
bund.  It  continued  to  function  ingloriously,  only  till  October 
1835,  when  the  year  of  Office  of  the  Bailiffs  who  were  ap¬ 
pointed  at  the  last  Court  Leet  expired.  No  Court  Leet  was 
held  afterwards  ;  1  consequently  there  were  not  any  appointed 
Bailiffs  to  act  as  Returning  Officers.  The  vacancy  was  filled 
according  to  the  Act  of  Parliament  6  and  7  William  IV., 
Chap.  103,  by  which  the  Sheriff  of  the  County  or  his  deputy 
undertook  the  duties. 

The  Blue  headquarters  were  fixed  at  the  “  Crown  ”  Inn, 
with  Mr.  Padwick  as  Mr.  Hurst’s  agent,  and  the  Pink  head¬ 
quarters  were  fixed  at  the  “  King’s  Head  ”  Inn  as  before  ; 
but,  instead  of  Mr.  Stedman,  Mr.  J.  T.  Rawlison  now  acted 
as  Mr.  Broadwood’s  agent.  In  nearly  all  other  respects  the 
conditions  and  circumstances  of  the  1837  Election  were  similar 
to  those  of  the  preceding  one  of  1835.  The  number  of  voters 
on  the  Register  at  this  Election  was  (about)  319. 2 

Early  on  Monday  morning,  25th  July  (Nomination  day), 
the  bands  of  both  parties  with  partisans,  white  boys,  and 
banners  paraded  the  Town.  The  banners  were  the  same  on 
both  sides  as  those  used  in  1835,  except  that  the  word  “  Queen” 
was  used  instead  of  that  of  11  King  ”  by  both  candidates. 
Mr.  Broadwood,  with  his  friends,  drove  in  a  four-horse  coach 
from  Holmbush  about  12  o’clock.  Mr.  Hurst  and  his  friends 
walked  from  his  headquarters,  “  The  Crown,”  and  at  about 
1  o’clock  both  candidates,  with  their  proposers  and  seconders 


1  In  “  a  case”  prepared,  1866,  for  the  opinion  of  Counsel  it  is  stated  that 
in  “  ^35  the  Steward  of  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  neglected  to  hold  a  Court  Leet 
and  has  discontinued  holding  Courts  Leet  ever  since.  No  election  of  Bailiffs 
therefore  took  place  after  1834.”  But  in  the  “  Brighton  Guardian”  of  24th 
June  1835,  is  a  report  of  a  “  Court  Leet  held  at  Horsham  on  Friday  last,”  but 
the  only  business  recorded  is  the  appointment  of  two  Constables  and  five  Head- 
boroughs.  There  is  no  mention  of  Steward  or  Bailiffs  being  present,  or  any 
other  officer. 

2  Taken  from  the  poll  book. 
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and  friends,  mounted  the  Hustings,  where  Mr.  France,  the 
Deputy  Sheriff,  as  Returning  Officer,  presided,  and  prepared 
to  receive  nominations. 

The  confusion  and  noise  was  very  great.  Cheers  and 
counter  cheers,  groans  and  hisses,  disputes  and  fights  and 
unpleasant  missiles  all  combined  to  make  such  an  uproar  that 
the  Returning  Officer  was  unable  to  proceed  with  the  business 
and  threatened  to  postpone  the  Election  if  the  disturbances 
continued.  One  of  the  chief  disturbers  of  the  business  was 
one  Charley  Price.  “At  Election  times,”  says  Mr.  Burstow, 
“  his  voluble  and  abusive  tongue,  well  moistened,  would  pro¬ 
duce  words  hot  enough  to  make  Satan  jump  :  he  always 
appeared  on  nomination  and  polling  days,  when  mounted  on 
someone’s  back  through  being  so  short,  he  would  hurl  his  very 
choicest  words  at  whichever  candidate  had  been  unfortunate 
enough  not  to  secure  his  services.”  1  Order  having  been  par¬ 
tially  restored,  Mr.  William  Rickword  stepped  forward  and 
proposed  Mr.  Hurst  to  represent  the  Borough  in  Parliament, 
but  the  interruptions  to  his  speech  were  such  that  not  a  word 
of  it  could  be  heard.  Mr.  George  Dawson  seconded  Mr.  Hurst’s 
nomination  in  continued  confusion.  Mr.  Henry  Tredcroft, 
after  speaking  of  the  Conservative  principles  protecting  the 
Church  and  other  institutions,  concluded  by  nominating 
Mr.  Thomas  Broadwood.  Mr.  Sanctuary  exhorted  the  electors 
not  to  be  deluded  by  cries  for  universal  suffrage  and  voting  by 
ballot,  and  seconded  Mr.  Broadwood’s  nomination.  Mr. 
Hurst  then  addressed  the  crowd.  He  denied  the  accusation 
of  being  hostile  to  the  Church.  His  principles,  he  said,  were 
known  to  them  and  were  unaltered.  He  believed  the  measures 
he  had  supported  were  conducive  to  the  stability  and  welfare 
of  the  Country.  He  had  acted  fairly  and  had  used  no  un¬ 
worthy  means  to  obtain  support.  Then  Mr.  BroadWood,  in 
his  turn,  also  addressed  the  populace.  His  principles,  he 
said,  were  those  of  an  honest  man,  and  he  was  under  no  pledge 
to  anyone  living.  He  was  not  to  be  bought  and  (with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  allegation  against  Mr.  Hurst)  was  not  seeking  place 
or  pension.  He  had  no  other  object  in  soliciting  their  suf¬ 
frages  than  that  of  doing  his  duty  on  all  questions  that  might 


1  “  Reminiscences  of  Horsham,”  p.  61. 
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be  brought  before  the  House  of  Commons,  and  if  returned 
would  faithfully  serve  them  as  their  representative  in  Parlia¬ 
ment,  and  do  all  in  his  power  to  promote  the  welfare  and 
prosperity  of  the  Borough. 

After  both  the  candidates  had  finished  their  speeches  Mr. 
Honeywood  asked  Mr.  Broadwood  what  he  had  done  with 
two  voters  named  David  Rowland  and  James  Worsfield,  who 
had  been  put  out  of  the  way.  Mr.  Broadwood,  in  great  heat, 
denied  all  knowledge  of  them.  This  charge  and  reply  caused 
a  renewal  to  the  utmost  of  the  confusion  and  disturbance. 
After  some  time  the  Returning  Officer,  having  partially 
restored  order,  called  for  a  show  of  hands  ;  this  he  declared 
in  favour  of  Mr.  Broadwood  ;  but,  in  response  to  a  demand  on 
behalf  of  Mr.  Hurst,  he  further  declared  that  a  poll  would 
take  place  on  the  next  day  between  the  hours  of  8  a.m.  and 
4  p.m.  Both  parties  then  formed  up,  and  again  headed  by 
their  bands  paraded  round  the  Town  and  so  separated.  But 
only  for  a  little  while  ;  for  it  so  happened  that  the  parties, 
each  having  taken  its  different  route,  met  again  at  the  bottom 
of  West  Street.  As  neither  party  would  give  way,  something 
in  the  nature  of  a  free  fight  took  place.  Flags  were  torn  to 
ribbons,  heads  and  instruments  were  broken  and  windows 
were  smashed.  A  good  deal  of  damage  was  done  ;  but  no 
one,  it  may  safely  be  said,  was  converted,  either  on  the  Hust¬ 
ings  or  in  West  Street.  At  every  Election  from  1832  to  1868 
processions,  headed  by  bands,  round  the  Town  by  both  parties 
were  a  recognised  though  unofficial  part  of  the  proceedings 
and,  at  a  time  when  there  was  not  much  in  the  way  of  public 
entertainment,  contributed  appreciably  to  the  gaiety  and 
enjoyment  of  the  populace.  But  this  is  the  only  collision  we 
have  heard  of  in  these  peregrinations.1  The  rest  of  the  enter¬ 
tainment  for  the  day  was  chiefly  in  the  hands  of  the  publicans. 
Polling  took  place  on  Tuesday,  the  26th  July,  amid  scenes, 
and  under  conditions,  very  similar  to  those  of  1835.  Neither 
candidate  got  anything  like  a  lead  at  any  hour  of  the  day  ; 

and  at  4  o’clock,  when  the  poll  was  closed,  they  were  nearer 

% 

1  We  had  several  informants  of  this  episode,  but  none  of  them  was  able 
to  say  certainly  whether  it  took  place  on  nomination  or  polling  day.  We  have 
placed  it  on  nomination  day  as  the  more  likely. 
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to  each  other  by  one  vote  than  at  the  last  Election.  The 
Returning  Officer  declared  the  result  as  follows  : — 

For  Mr.  Hurst,  147  ; 

For  Mr.  Broadwood,  145  ; 

he  therefore  declared  Mr.  Hurst  Member  of  Parliament  for 
the  Borough. 

Mr.  Hurst  and  Mr.  Broadwood  were  both  severally  enter¬ 
tained  at  Banquets  given  in  their  honour  by  their  friends  and 
supporters,  where  each,  after  the  manner  of  the  pot  calling 
the  kettle  black,  charged  the  other  with  using  unfair  and 
illegal  methods,  bribery  and  corruption,  threats  and  intimida¬ 
tions,  in  the  contest ;  and  the  reason  why  the  action  against 
Mr.  Hurst’s  Return  was  given  the  form  of  a  petition  for  a 
scrutiny  rather  than  the  more  nearly  certain  successful  petition 
on  the  grounds  of  treating  and  bribery  was,  we  have  been 
given  to  understand,  that  in  the  event  of  success  in  the  latter 
case  Mr.  Broadwood  could  not  have  safely  claimed  the  seat 
himself,  whereas  had  the  scrutiny  gone  in  his  favour  he  would 
have  been  safe  from  attack  by  Mr.  Hurst  on  the  ground  of 
bribery  and  corruption  for  the  same  reason.  Partisan  Press 
reports  of  these  banquets  on  both  sides  show  that  electioneer¬ 
ing  at  Horsham  closely  resembled  that  of  Eatanswill. 

“  Horsham  Politics. 

“To  the  editor  of  the  *  Brighton  Guardian .’ 

“  Sir, 

“  I  have  just  seen  your  contemporary’s  account  of 
the  congratulatory  dinner  given  to  Robert  Hurst  Esq., 
on  Friday  last  at  Horsham  ;  the  editor  was  I  am  sure 
quite  unaware  that  his  active  reporter  had 'been  much 
mystified  on  that  occasion  by  one  of  the  party,  or  perhaps 
his  informant  saw  double ;  for  it  is  stated  that  the 
electors  present  amounted  to  1 20.  Now  exactly  one 
half  of  that  number  were  known  electors — a  circumstance 
that  naturally  elicits  a  remark  that  our  ‘  popular  ’  repre¬ 
sentative  should  have  been  able  to  find  no  constituent  of 
what  he  considered  adequate  rank  or  ability  to  preside 
at  his  festive  board  but  should  have  been  indebted  to 
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Thomas  Thornton  Esq  a  non-elector  of  the  Borough  for 
taking  the  chair. 

“  The  object  of  the  meeting  was,  it  seems,  to  present  a 
memorial  of  the  good  feeling  of  that  constituency  of  the 
Borough  in  the  shape  of  a  silver  salver  to  the  value  of 
£60  to  the  genial  Member.  The  history  of  this  trophy — 
this  heirloom  to  the  future  generations  of  Hurst  is  a 
curious  one  and  should  find  a  place  in  their  family 
archives.  The  proposition  (not  a  bad  one)  was  sug¬ 
gested  by  Robert  Hurst  (father)  and  seconded  by  one 
Mr.  Greenaway  a  gentleman  residing  in  the  Cotswold 
Hills  in  Gloucestershire,  who  (as  the  Irishman  says)  had 
not  land  enough  in  Sussex  to  support  a  lark,  but  who 
happening  to  be  a  brother-in-law  to  the  M.P.  was  anxious 
for  the  honour  of  the  family  that  he  should  not  be  without 
this  piece  of  plate. 

“  I  come  now  to  the  inscription  on  this  trophy.  It 
bears  two  mistakes  on  the  face  of  it,  1  Presented  to  Robert 
Hurst  by  his  fellow  townsmen  as  a  tribute  of  their  grati¬ 
tude  for  his  exertions  in  securing  the  independence  of  the 
Borough  of  Horsham  ;  ’  fellow  townsmen  !  Mr.  Green¬ 
away  for  example,  the  independence  of  the  Borough  good  ! 
Now  was  not  Robert  Hurst  the  political  agent  for  the 
Duke  of  Norfolk  the  purchaser  of  this  once  rotten  Borough 
of  Horsham  ?  Did  he  not  sit  in  more  than  one  Parlia¬ 
ment  for  the  said  rotten  Borough  returned  by  the  Duke 
of  Norfolk  ?  Did  he  not  as  the  warming  pan  or  locum 
tenens  of  Lord  Surrey  make  over  his  seat  to  him  on  the 
passing  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill  ?  Did  he  not 
previously  to  that  even  fill  up  the  moonshine  of  the 
Burgages  with  his  own  shadow  ?  Has  not  the  aim, 
object  and  ambition  of  his  long  life  been  to  swamp  the 
Borough  of  Horsham,  to  annihilate  the  independence, 
the  freedom  of  election  at  Horsham  by  purchasing  every 
species  of  property  that  might  advance  his  political 
interest  in  the  Borough,  till  with  an  unparalleled  and 
unheard  of  ingratitude,  finding  himself  at  length  strong 
enough  to  supplant  his  patron  and  benefactor  he  set  up 
his  own  son  in  opposition  to  the  Duke’s  candidate  in 
1832  and  now  considers  the  Borough  his  own,  having 
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polled  at  the  last  Election  some  30  of  his  own  tenants  ? 
So  much  for  the  vaunted  independence  of  Horsham. 

“  I  come  now  to  the  speeches.  They  were  no  doubt 
faithfully  reported  and  allowing  the  member  precedence 
let  us  see  how  far  his  professions  of  having  adhered  to 
his  principles  can  be  maintained.  For  this  purpose  we 
have  only  to  refer  to  his  address  in  1832  and  compare 
his  votes  in  the  last  Parliament  with  the  solemn  pledges 
contained  in  that  address.  It  was  asked  at  the  last 
Election  whether  he  had  not  broken  every  promise  made, 
disappointed  every  hope  indulged,  violated  every  trust 
held  ?  It  was  asked  whether  he  had  not  voted  for 
military  flogging,  shirked  every  question  that  bore  upon 
reform,  the  reduction  of  expenditure  and  the  abolition  of 
a  sinecure  ?  For  what  he  had  done  in  the  present  Par¬ 
liament  and  since  the  contest  for  the  Borough  he  deserves 
little  or  no  credit  since  he  has  proved  by  his  votes  in  the 
House  that  he  possesses  no  fixed  principles  but  rather  an 
eagerness  for  place  or  a  subserviency  to  a  party  by  whom 
he  feels  he  must  now  stand  or  fall  but  I  wish  them  joy 
of  their  Member.  The  small  number  of  his  constituents 
who  attended  this  dinner  is  a  test  that  his  attempts  at 
popularity  are  seen  through  and  have  failed  and  that 
they  even  are  ashamed  of  him  whom  they  have  now 
returned  for  the  last  time. 

“  A  few  words  in  reply  to  an  observation  that  the 
scrutiny  was  vexatious.  This  of  all  the  assertions  the 
result  of  the  evidence  before  the  Committee  proves  to 
be  ungrounded  and  is  negatived  by  the  Committee  itself, 
— the  sitting  member  having  been  returned  by  3  votes 
and  finally  being  seated  by  a  single  vote.  The  corre¬ 
spondent  of  your  contemporary  pretends  that  Mr.  Hurst’s 
majority  might  have  been  increased.  This  is  not  the 
case.  During  the  last  day  the  Committee  sat  their  time 
was  taken  up  in  questioning  the  integrity  of  the  peti¬ 
tioner’s  votes  all  of  which  were  confirmed.  The  pre¬ 
sumption  is  that  Mr.  Broadwood’s  opponents  would  not 
have  taken  the  strongest  but  the  weakest  of  his  voters. 
The  act  is  that  on  neither  side  was  there  a  vote  remaining 
which  could  be  destroyed  ;  and  honest  Mr.  Hurst  was 
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seated  by  his  own  vote  or  as  it  has  been  well  expressed 
— self-elected.  Another  observation  and  I  have  done. 
One  of  the  sitting  Member’s  votes  attempted  to  be  in¬ 
validated  before  the  Committee  was  that  of  a  gentleman  1 
who  had  been  so  active  as  a  canvasser  and  zealous  a 
partisan  and  was  moreover  known  to  be  so  deeply  ini¬ 
tiated  in  electioneering  manoeuvres  that  it  was  more  than 
conjectured  he  was  a  paid  agent.  When  put  upon  his 
oath  the  questions  as  to  his  being  such  were  answered  in 
the  negative.  Now,  Sir,  your  contemporaneous  reporter 
has  put  these  words  into  that  gentleman’s  mouth  at  the 
dinner  which  has  caused  you  the  infliction  of  this  lengthy 
epistle  ;  ‘  the  worst  they  could  say  of  him  was  that  he 
was  a  paid  agent ;  but  was  there  an  agent  on  the  other 
side  who  could  lay  his  hand  on  his  breast  and  say  that 
he  was  not  so  also  ?  ’  There  seems  to  be  some  incon¬ 
sistency  here  which  I  confess  my  inability  to  reconcile, 
but  one  so  important  to  the  petitioner  that  it  might  have 
made  him  what  Robert  Henry  Hurst  now  is,  the  Re¬ 
presentative  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham. 

“  A  Looker-On. 

“  Horsham  June  15 th,  1835.” 

“  Horsham.  The  Tory  Dinner. 

(“  Given  to  Mr.  Broadwood  on  the  28th  Deer.  1836.) 

“  Sir, 

“  Upon  the  Tory  dinner  at  this  place  I  beg  to  make  a 
few  observations  : — The  dinner  was  stated  in  the  placards 
to  be  given  to  Mr.  Broadwood,  by  his  supporters  and 
friends, — tickets  8/-  each.  But  from  the  willingness  with 
which  the  tickets  were  given  away  and  disposed  of,  very 
few  were  actually  sold — who  paid  for  the  dinner  is  there¬ 
fore  a  matter  of  mystery,  but  no  doubt  the  honorable 
candidate  will  be  able  to  explain  better  than  any  one 
else.  I  therefore  having  obtained  a  ticket,  availed 
myself  of  it,  in  order  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  what 
might  take  place.  The  number  of  the  squirearchy  and 
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parsons  who  supported  Mr.  Broadwood,  I  believe,  is 
accurately  stated  by  the  1  Guardian,’  but,  among  the 
twenty-one  names  of  great  persons,  there  were  only  8 
voters  for  the  Borough  including  the  two  agents  for 
the  candidate.  The  Broadwood  family  mustered  pretty 
strong  on  this  occasion.  Our  worthy  vicar  did  not  grace 
the  festive  board  on  the  occasion,  but  he  sent  a  worthy 
representative  in  the  Rev.  Mr.  Blaancy  (or  some  such 
name)  who  is  notorious  for  scenting  out  a  good  dinner. 
The  popular  steward  also  was  absent,  but  was  ably  re¬ 
presented  by  his  son.  The  first  exhibition  of  the  evening 
was  the  tom-foolery  of  a  person  well-known  in  this  Town 
as  Old  Cole,  a  hawker  of  list  shoes,  presenting  the  key  of 
the  Borough  to  the  would-be  Member,  with  a  very  appro¬ 
priate  speech  on  the  occasion.  After  some  few  toasts 
had  been  given,  the  Chairman  (Mr.  Demosthenes  Sanc¬ 
tuary)  after  a  few  observations,  in  which  he  opposed  the 
ballot,  universal  suffrage,  the  voluntary  system,  and  every 
other  liberal  measure,  proposed  the  health  of  Thomas 
Broadwood  Esq. 

“  Mr.  Broadwood  in  returning  thanks,  referred  to  his 
address,  which  he  issued  at  the  last  election,  and  stated 
that  to  be  the  grounds  on  which  he  should  come  forward 
again,  but  refused  to  pledge  himself  to  any  one  point. 
The  next  specimen  of  tom-foolery  was  a  shew  off  by  a 
gentleman  named  Edmund  Smith,  (not  tinker  Smith)  and 
a  more  complete  specimen  of  Conservative  Toryism  never 
was  exhibited.  He  had  prepared  a  speech  ready  cut  and 
dried  for  the  occasion  which,  when  he  got  up  and  at¬ 
tempted  to  read,  he  declared  he  felt  so  ‘  very  queer  ’  he 
could  not  accomplish,  but  handed  it  over  to  Bob  Shepherd 
to  read  for  him.1  This  beautiful  specimen  of  Tory 
humbug,  when  read,  appeared  to  excite  feelings  of  dis¬ 
gust  and  contempt  in  a  great  many  persons  present,  so 
much  so,  that  a  loud  call  was  made  for  Mr.  Tredcroft  to 
say  something  to  enliven  the  dullness  of  the  company  , 
and  a  call  was  made  for  a  recitation  of  1  the  wife  of  Bath.’ 

1  The  nickname  “  Old  very  queer”  stuck  to  Mr.  Smith  for  the  rest  of  his 
life.  His  effusion  was  received  with  such  guffaws  that  before  Shep  er  go 
through  with  it  Smith  was  tugging  at  his  coat-tails  to  get  him  to  stop. 
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At  length  Mr.  Tredcroft  (who  is  proverbially  jocular  and 
witty)  rose,  and  after  complimenting  Mr.  Hurst  as  a 
gentleman  and  magistrate,  attacked  him  through  thick 
and  thin  as  the  head  of  a  violent  party,  who  wished  to 
pull  down  all  the  institutions  of  the  State.  Mr.  Tred¬ 
croft  then  began  to  eulogise  Mr.  Broadwood,  for  his 
independence  in  coming  forward  without  avowing  any 
distinct  political  principles  and  in  refusing  to  offer  any 
pledges  in  case  of  his  return  to  Parliament — and  directly 
turned  round  to  Mr.  B.  and  pledged  himself  to  vote 
for  him  on  all  occasions.  The  Chairman  immediately 
echoed  Mr.  Tredcroft’s  pledge  and  called  on  all  present 
to  support  it,  very  few  of  whom  seemed  inclined  to 
follow  his  example.  The  health  of  Mr.  Lee  Steere  and 
success  to  fox-hunting  was  next  proposed,  and  Mr.  Steere 
returned  thanks,  by  observing  ‘  that  Mr.  Broadwood  must 
be  a  Conservative,  he  was  so  good  a  neighbour,  and  that 
if  the  Conservatives  lost  the  Election,  fox-hunting  would 
fall.’  After  this  beautiful  display  of  Conservative  elo¬ 
quence,  the  toast  of  ‘  Civil  and  Religious  Liberty  ’  was 
given,  but  which  seemed  so  to  astonish  the  company, 
that  some  drank  it  and  some  did  not,  a  great  many  not 
knowing  how  to  act  on  the  subject. 

“  At  this  period  there  was  a  considerable  pause  of 
gloomy  and  mysterious  silence,  none  knowing  what  to  do. 
After  several  minutes,  Mr.  Steere  enlivened  the  company 
with  the  ditty  of  ‘  The  dog’s  meat  man.’ 

“  The  next  specimen  of  Tory  honesty  and  conservatism 
was  a  speech  from  the  Radical-Whig-Conservative  apos¬ 
tate.1  Upon  this  gentleman  getting  up  to  speak,  every 
eye  was  fixed  upon  him,  and  every  ear  anxiously  listening 
to  what  he  had  to  urge  in  defence  of  his  political  apostacy 
—he  having  it  was  well  known  been  the  principal  agent 
for  Mr.  Hurst  at  the  first  Election  for  the  Borough,  and 
partaken  of  his  bounty,  and  received  the  reward  of  his 
services — and  also  having,  in  the  hour  of  need,  deserted 
his  benefactor  and  friend,  and  attempted  to  sell  him  to 
the  Tory  party.  This  gentleman  began  as  all  apostates 
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do,  by  attacking  his  former  friends,  and  denouncing  them 
as  associated  with  every  thing  that  was  inferior  and 
base ;  and,  after  lauding  and  praising  the  Tories  as 
possessed  of  every  virtue  under  the  sun,  ended  his  violent 
harangue  by  ‘  hoping  to  see  the  day  when  not  a  single 
gentleman1  s  carriage  would  be  seen  at  the  doors  of  their 
opponents  ’  asserting  that  they  had  begun  the  system, 
and  expressing  at  the  same  time  his  disapproval  of  it. 

I  would  ask  this  gentleman  where  and  when  Mr. 
Hurst’s  supporters  began  such  an  infamous  system  of 
exclusive  dealing,  and  dare  him  to  the  proof  of  it.  This 
is  of  a-piece  with  his  apostacy  and  full  of  hypocrisy  and 
deceit ;  for  I  call  to  his  recollection  that,  immediately 
after  the  last  election  he  prevented  a  respectable  in¬ 
habitant  of  this  town  from  dealing  with  a  tradesman 
(not  then  a  voter)  on  the  ground  that  he  was  favorable 
to  Mr.  Hurst,  and  persuaded  that  gentleman  to  deal  with 
a  tradesman  who  was  a  supporter  of  Mr.  Broadwood,  and 
which  he  has  done  ever  since  ;  and  yet  this  very  liberal 
apostate  is  opposed  to  exclusive  dealing  !  So  much  for 
political  honesty  and  consistency. 

“  I  shall  say  nothing  of  Mr.  Charles  Hunt’s  bepraising 
Mr.  Medwin  as  the  inhabitants  of  this  place  know  the 
motive  very  well ;  but  the  old  proverb  applies—1  Save 
me  from  my  friends.’ 

“  Soon  after  this  the  Chairman  and  aristocrats  left  the 
room  and  Mr.  Medwin  took  the  chair,  and  endeavoured 
to  remove  the  Tory  and  Conservative  impressions  which 
the  former  speeches  had  made  upon  the  minds  of  the 
persons  present — a  task  which  he  found  by  no  means 
easy  ;  and  in  fact  after  all  the  protestations,  of  himself 
and  a  few  friends  to  the  contrary  a  considerable  number 
of  the  electors  came  away  with  the  impression  that  Mr. 
Broadwood  was  as  rank  a  Tory  as  his  aristocratic  friends, 
and  the  attempt  to  palm  him  off  for  the  Borough  of 
Horsham  as  a  Liberal  was  only  to  cause  a  contested 
Election  that  it  might  put  a  little  more  of  Mr.  Broad- 
wood’s  cash  into  the  pockets  of  a  few  needy  adventurers. 

“  Upon  the  whole,  the  Inhabitants  of  this  Borough 
view  the  whole  proceedings  with  feelings  of  disgust— 
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more  especially  after  the  attempts  that  have  been  going 
on  in  the  place  for  the  last  month,  by  means  of  suppers 
and  other  feastings  at  the  different  public  houses,  which 
the  Tories  have  no  objection  to  resort  to,  in  order  to 
catch  some  poor  greedy  voter  who  is  willing  to  sell  his 
birthright  for  a  mess  of  pottage. 

“  An  Elector.” 

At  about  this  time  Science  and  Philosophy  appear  to  have 
attracted  the  advanced  thought  of  the  Town.  A  newly- 
formed  Literary  and  Debating  Society,  with  regular  and  well- 
attended  meetings  and  lectures  on  the  new  discoveries  of  the 
age,  fascinated  many  who  hitherto  had  found  a  sufficient 
excitement  in  Politics,  and  with  this  change  of  interest, 
Radicalism  at  Horsham  suffered  a  corresponding  decline. 

On  2nd  May  1839  a  meeting  of  the  “  Working  classes  and 
other  inhabitants  ”  of  the  Town  took  place  at  the  “  Hurst 
Arms  ”  at  7  o’clock  to  meet  a  deputation  of  the  Brighton 
Radical  Association  in  support  of  “  A  people’s  Charter  and 
National  Petition.”  When  the  Brighton  Radicals  drove  up 
in  a  “  dashing  one-horse  Butcher’s  Cart,”  1  they  found  con¬ 
siderable  opposition  from  the  Tories  of  Horsham,  who  at¬ 
tended  in  great  strength  ;  one  of  whom,  upon  the  Radical 
proposition  that  a  journeyman  tailor  named  Reeves  should 
take  the  chair,  moved  an  amendment  that  Mr.  C.  Hunt,  a 
prominent  Tory,  should  preside.  This  was  carried,  and  Mr. 
Hunt  seated  himself  amid  a  tremendous  uproar.  The  Tories 
passed  a  resolution 

“  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  meeting  thht  the  purpose 
for  which  it  was  originally  called  was  to  mislead  the  loyal 
inhabitants  of  this  Town,  more  particularly  the  poor  and 
working  classes,  and  to  excite  them  to  acts  of  sedition, 
treason,  and  insubordination  ;  and  that  this  meeting 
considers  the  object  of  the  Chartists  (as  they  call  them¬ 
selves)  to  be  wholly  at  variance  with  the  peace,  welfare, 
and  good  order  of  the  community,  and  calculated  to 
destroy  all  good  feeling  and  loyalty  among  Her  Majesty’s 
well  disposed  subjects.” 


1  “  Brighton  Gazette,”  9th  May  1839. 
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Robert  Campbell  Scarlett,  afterwards 
second  Lord  Abinger,  M.P.  Horsham, 
1841-1844. 


Lord  Edward  Howard,  M.P.  Horsham, 
1848-1852,  afterwards  first  Lord 
Howard  of  Glossop. 


The  Pink  Candidate  Takes  his  Dose, 

Cartoon  issued  in  1837. 
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A  second  resolution  was  then  moved  by  Mr.  Coppard  and 
seconded  by  Mr.  Rawlison, 

That  this  meeting  does  pledge  itself  to  use  all  means 
m  its  power  to  prevent  any  itinerant  exciters  of  sedition 
and  disaffection  from  disseminating  their  various  and 
mischievous  principles  in  the  Parish  of  Horsham,  and  to 
guard  the  poor  and  working  and  other  classes  from  being 
misled  and  entrapped  by  these  their  worst  enemies.” 

The  Chartists  and  the  deputation,  now  outnumbered, 
retired  to  the  Yard  and  held  their  meeting,  whilst  their 
opponents,  “  many  of  whom  it  is  said,  led  by  the  local  aristo¬ 
crats,  were  intoxicated,”  1  endeavoured  to  carry  out  their 
second  resolution  by  throwing  buckets  of  cold  water  and 
using  “  other  means  in  its  power  ”  to  prevent  the  Chartists 
getting  a  hearing. 


Mr.  Hurst  sat  as  Member  for  Horsham  until  the  dissolution 
of  Parliament  on  the  23rd  June  1841.  His  nine  years  in  Parlia¬ 
ment  had  left  him  with  but  little  of  the  stirring  Radicalism  of 
1832,  and  when  he  appeared  as  candidate  again  at  the  general 
Election  of  1841  he  had  passed  to  a  mild  form  of  Liberalism 
— the  name  to  which  Whigism  had  now  changed.  Some 
difficulty  was  found  in  getting  a  candidate  to  oppose  Mr.  Hurst. 
It  was  thought  and  hoped  that  Mr.  Broadwood,  after  the 
great  encouragement  he  had  received,  would  stand  once  more, 
but  in  May  1839  he  placed  his  resignation  as  a  candidate  in 
the  hands  of  his  supporters.  The  Pinks,  in  anticipation  of  a 
dissolution  of  Parliament,  had  been  actively  searching  for  a 
candidate,  but  up  till  within  a  few  weeks  of  the  time  had 
failed  to  find  anyone  to  oppose  Mr.  Hurst.  At  the  eleventh 
hour,  however,  they  brought  out  the  Hon.  Robert  Campbell 
Scarlett,  son  and  heir  of  Lord  Abinger,  who  appeared  as  a 
Conservative,  Toryism  having  now  changed  its  name  to 
Conservatism.  He  had  sat  as  Member  for  the  City  of  Norwich 
from  1835  to  1837,  and  was  re-elected  at  the  general  Election 
of  1837  but  was  unseated  on  petition. 


1  “  Brighton  Patriot,”  7th  May  1839. 
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Of  Mr.  Scarlett’s  candidature,  the  (London)  “  Morning 
Chronicle  ”  of  Wednesday,  23rd  June  1841,  says  : — 

“  The  Tories  have  at  length  managed  to  obtain  a 
Candidate  in  the  person  of  the  Honorable  Robert  Campbell 
Scarlett,  who  in  a  former  Parliament,  represented  the 
Immaculate  city  of  Norwich,  as  an  ‘  out-and-out  ’ 
Tory,  and  who  was  unseated  by  Petition  after  the 
last  Election.  ‘  Master  Bob  ’  as  he  was  familiarly 
known  in  Sussex,  before  his  father  turned  what  Sir 
James  Graham  called  ‘  A  renegade  Whig  ’  has  been 
upon  the  shuffle  at  Horsham.  At  Norwich  he  was  a 
red-hot  Tory,  at  Horsham  he  holds,  he  says,  ‘  Whig 
principles.’  His  real  principles  will  be  best  learnt  from 
his  votes ;  He  voted  against  Mr.  Abercromby  as 
Speaker,  against  a  Repeal  of  the  Malt  Duties, 

AGAINST  THE  APPLICATION  OF  THE  SURPLUS  REVENUES 

of  the  Irish  Church  to  purposes  of  Education, 

AGAINST  GRANTING  000  FOR  EDUCATION  IN  IRELAND, 
AND  AGAINST  ENQUIRY  INTO  THE  DOINGS  OF  THE  ORANGE 

Lodges.  ‘  Master  Bob  ’  has  lately  managed  to  get  a 
snug  berth  under  his  father,  on  the  Equity  side  of  the 
Court  of  Exchequer,  and  when  the  place  was  proposed  to 
be  abolished  as  useless,  the  Horsham  men  will  not  fail  to 
recollect  that  ‘  Master  Bob’s  ’  friend,  Sir  W.  Follett, 
moved  a  Vote  of  Compensation  to  Him  out  of  the 

HARD  EARNINGS  OF  THE  PEOPLE  FOR  DOING  NOTHING. 

This  will  render  him  the  ‘  Dear  ’  candidate,  and  his  vote 
upon  the  Malt-tax  will  delight  the  Farmers  of  Horsham, 
as  much  as  his  eloquence  did  the  freerhen  of  Norwich. 
The  people  of  the  East  rejected  him  and  the  men  of  the 
South  will  send  him  back  to  his  papa.” 

We  give  the  addresses  of  both  candidates  : — 

,l  To  the  Independent  Electors  of  the  Boro’  of  Horsham. 

“  Gentlemen, 

“  The  dissolution  of  Parliament  being  at  hand,  I 
venture  to  offer  my  services  to  represent  you  in  the 
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House  of  Commons.  I  have  been  assured  that  your 
Boro’  contains  a  number  of  brave  and  honest  Electors  of 
loyal  and  Constitutional  sentiments  sufficient  to  return 
to  Parliament  a  Member  who  might  be  willing  to  assist 
them  in  asserting  the  independence  of  their  ancient 
Borough.  If  I  find  the  information  correct  when  I  have 
the  honor  of  paying  my  respects  to  each  Elector  I  shall 
rejoice  to  be  the  means  of  rescuing  you  from  the  state  of 
a  close  Borough  into  which  without  some  exertion  on  your 
part  you  seem  likely  to  descend. 

“  In  the  meantime  I  take  this  occasion  of  declaring 
my  general  political  opinions.  They  consist  of  a  pro¬ 
found  respect  and  attachment  towards  the  Crown,  an 
anxious  desire  to  maintain  a  Government  by  Parliament 
in  the  true  spirit  of  the  Constitution  and  a  determina¬ 
tion  to  guard  the  just  rights  and  real  liberties  of  the 
people. 

“  Of  these  rights  the  most  important  is  Liberty  of 
Conscience  which  is  perfectly  consistent  with  the  pro¬ 
tection  and  the  support  afforded  by  the  State  to  the 
Church. 

“  The  principal  questions  of  the  day  are  the  Corn  Laws 
and  the  Poor  Laws.  Upon  each  of  them  I  will  state  my 
opinions  plainly.  I  consider  a  fair  protection  to  agri¬ 
culture  essential  to  our  greatness  as  a  nation,  and  our 
internal  prosperity.  I  am  further  of  opinion  that  the 
measures  proposed  regarding  the  Corn  Laws  by  the  present 
Government  would  cause  a  general  discontented  poverty 
and  ruin  and  that  this  is  not  the  best  mode  of  paying  our 
debts  or  getting  out  of  the  pecuniary  difficulties  in  to 
which  they  have  lately  brought  us. 

“As  to  the  Poor  Laws  I  have  had  some  experience  of 
the  old  system  in  parishes  not  far  distant  from  your 
Borough.  It  required  reformation  but  the  change  does 
not  appear  to  me  in  all  respects  safe,  moderate  and 
judicious. 

“  To  the  commissioners  and  the  workhouses  I  see  many 
valid  objections  and  I  should  be  glad  to  concur  in  amend¬ 
ing  the  law  on  this  subject.  I  shall  be  happy  to  give  the 
Electors  any  further  explanation  of  my  opinions  which 
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may  be  required  and  I  have  the  honor  to  remain  Gentle¬ 
men  with  much  respect 

“  Your  very  obedient  Servant 

Robert  Campbell  Scarlett. 

“  Abinger  Hall 

June  i&th.  1841.” 

“  To  the  Independent  Electors  of  the  Borough  of 

Horsham. 


“  Gentlemen, 

“  An  early  dissolution  of  Parliament  being  expected 
I  beg  to  assure  you  that  I  shall  again  solicit  the  honor  of 
your  suffrages. 

“  You  have  thrice  conferred  upon  me  the  high  distinc¬ 
tion  of  representing  you  in  Parliament  and  I  have  to  the 
best  of  my  ability  discharged  that  trust ;  and  should  you 
a  fourth  time  place  me  in  the  proud  position  to  which  I 
aspire  you  may  rely  upon  my  unceasing  endeavour  faith¬ 
fully  and  independently  to  promote  those  measures  which 
may  appear  the  best  calculated  to  secure  the  dignity  of 
the  Crown,  the  interests  of  Religion,  the  maintenance 
of  the  Laws,  the  security  of  Property  and  the  general 
prosperity  of  the  Country. 

“  I  trust  soon  to  have  the  pleasure  of  waiting  upon  you 
in  person,  and  in  the  meantime, 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  remain 
Gentlemen, 

Your  obedient  Servant, 

R.’  H.  Hurst. 

“  Rusper  Nunnery 

19  June  1841.” 

The  great  political  question  agitating  the  country  at  this 
time  was  that  of  the  Repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws.  Free  Trade  v. 
Protection.  At  Horsham,  as  elsewhere,  the  Liberals  were  in 
favour  of  the  former  and  the  Conservatives  of  the  latter.  For 
the  time  being  this  question  ousted  the  older  Reform  proposi¬ 
tions  from  the  mind  of  the  Radicals  and  was  made  paramount. 
It  will  be  noticed  that  Mr.  Scarlett  frankly  announces  protec- 
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tiomst  principles  ;  but  Mr.  Hurst  does  not  disclose  his 
opinions  on  the  subject.  Mr.  Hurst  was  indeed  getting  out 
of  harmony  with  his  Liberal  supporters,  who  had  calculated 
upon  the  new  cause  as  a  rallying  cry  in  the  case  of  a  contest, 
and  were  much  disappointed  at  his  attitude  towards  it. 
Mr.  Broadwood  had  nursed  the  Constituency  with  great  care 
and  a  genuine  regard  for  its  welfare.  Mr.  Scarlett,  a  stranger, 
in  this  matter  suffered  a  disadvantage  as  compared  with 
Mr.  Hurst  who,  though  not  politically  popular,  was  always 
accessible,  always  desirous  of  attending  to  the  local  desires  of  his 
constituents,  and  felt  a  deep  concern  for  the  welfare  of  the 
Town,  and  who  therefore  in  an  atmosphere  of  political  coolness 
could  command  support  from  the  warm  ties  of  mutual  respect 
and  interest.  Both  parties  started  a  vigorous  canvass  of  the 
Electorate.  Mr.  Scarlett  at  once  received  the  strong  support 
of  the  Independent  party,  who,  in  the  cry  for  “  the  Indepen¬ 
dence  of  the  Borough,”  provided  him  with  his  chief  weapon 
with  which  to  contend  against  Mr.  Hurst.  The  contest  was 
carried  on  on  much  the  same  lines  as  the  preceding  contests 
of  1835  and  1837  but  was  disfigured  to  a  greater  degree  by 
bribery  and  corruption.  Drunkenness  at  Elections  had 
become  chronic  in  some  of  the  electorate.  “  I  remember,” 
writes,  in  1909,  a  native  of  Horsham,  “  we  boys  used  to  sing 
round  the  Town  ‘  Scarlett  for  ever,  throw  old  Hurst  in  the 
river.’  Free  liquor  could  be  had  from  every  public-house; 
men  were  lying  about  the  streets,  drunk,  for  several  weeks. 

“  The  leaders  of  the  Tories,”  says  a  contemporary  Liberal 
newspaper,1 1<  began  a  system  of  bribery  and  corruption  against 
which  some  needy  electors  could  not  stand  and  promises  were 
broken  one  after  another  ;  many  base  attempts  to  break  down 
the  honesty  of  electors  were  made.” 

But  this  Election  was  not  determined  by  the  exercise  of 
the  franchise,  nor  by  bribery,  nor  by  the  lavish  supply  of  free 
liquor,  but  by  a  conspiracy  which  disclosed  the  mercenary 
character  of  some  of  the  electorate.  Whilst  the  majority  of 
the  electors  were  congenially  and  constantly  engaged  at  the 
candidates’  expense  in  drinking  good  health  and  success  to 
“  General  Lushington,”  these  sharper  minds  were  giving  a 

1  The  “  Brighton  Herald,”  3rd  July  1841. 
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scientific  and  business-like  shape  to  bribery  and  corruption. 
It  was  reported  that  sums  of  money  £ 20 ,  £30,  £50,  and  even 
more  were  being  given  by  “  these  violators  of  the  Law  and 
Religion  to  others  to  betray  their  Country.”  The  closeness 
of  the  poll  at  the  two  previously  contested  elections  suggested 
to  several  “  gentlemen,”  not  hampered  by  the  possession  of 
a  high  code  of  honour  but  qualified  by  the  possession  of  the 
vote,  the  possibility  of  determining  the  Election  by  a  com¬ 
bination  which  should  extort  from  one  or  other  of  the  candi¬ 
dates,  no  matter  which,  a  fancy  price  for  putting  him  into 
Parliament.  They  set  a  high  value  upon  their  power,  and 
offered  themselves  for  sale  first  to  one  candidate  and  then  to 
the  other.  Their  terms,  however,  were  not  immediately 
accepted,  and  these  clever  schemers  remained  unbought  right 
up  to  the  end  of  Nomination  day.  “  Now,”  said  the  mer¬ 
cenaries,  “  is  our  time  ;  now  we  shall  get  our  reward.”  Secure 
in  their  calculation  as  to  the  nearly  equal  division  of  votes, 
which,  so  far  as  could  be  ascertained,  had  not  been  upset,  but 
rather  confirmed,  by  the  canvass  carried  out  by  both  parties, 
they  confidently  awaited  the  capitulation  of  one  or  other  of 
the  candidates  to  their  demands  ;  but  their  confidence  was 
misplaced,  their  expectations  were  disappointed  ;  for,  instead 
of  making  a  handsome  sum  of  money  for  themselves  by  their 
attempted  blackmail,  they  made  themselves  the  laughing 
stock  of  the  Town,  since  neither  candidate  was  disposed  to 
submit  to  them.  On  the  Sunday  before  Nomination  day, 
Mr.  Hurst  sent  an  announcement  to  Mr.  Scarlett  that  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  proceed  further  in  the  contest,  but  to 
resign  at  once.  The  news  spread  quickly  and  gave  the 
greatest  satisfaction  to  the  “  Independent  ”  party,  who 
placed  the  surrender  to  their  credit.  On  Monday,  28th  June, 
Mr.  Scarlett,  attended  by  several  of  the  gentry  of  the  neigh¬ 
bourhood,  and  headed  by  the  band,  and  followed  by  a  large 
body  of  electors,  all  gaily  decorated  in  pink,  marched  round  the 
Town  to  the  Hustings.  The  proceedings  there  were  very  short. 
Mr.  h  ranee,  deputy  Sheriff,  again  acted  as  Returning  Officer. 
The  candidate  was  proposed  by  Mr.  Thomas  Coppard  and 
seconded  by  Mr.  M.  Stanford  ;  and,  no  one  else  being  nomin¬ 
ated,  he  was  duly  returned  Member  for  the  Borough  amid  loud 
cheers.  Mr.  Scarlett  addressed  the  electors  and  paid  them 
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a  handsome  compliment  for  the  noble  manner  in  which  they 
had  come  forward  in  support  of  the  principles  he  advocated, 
and  for  reclaiming  the  Borough  from  its  state  of  vassalage 
and  degradation.  The  party  then  formed  up  and  again 
paraded  round  the  Town.  In  a  subsequent  address,  Mr.  Hurst 
explained  his  retirement  as  due  to  “  The  with-holding  promises 
of  support  on  the  part  of  several  electors  which  I  could  not 
but  consider  as  an  indication  that  they  might  ultimately 
come  to  a  decision  unfavourable  to  me,  as  well  as  the  violation 
of  positive  promises  of  support  from  others.” 

“  I  can  well  recollect,”  continued  our  informant,  “  see¬ 
ing  Mr.  Scarlett  early  on  his  election  day  surrounded  by 
his  friends  marching  round  the  Town  with  pink  colours 
flying,  headed  by  the  Band  which  was  playing  ‘  Oh  ! 
dear  what  can  the  matter  be  ’  and  ‘  See  the  conquering 
hero  comes.’  Mr.  Scarlett  appeared  to  be  very  happy 
in  the  hour  of  his  easy  victory,  though  his  jubilation  was 
somewhat  marred  by  the  dubious  patronage  of  ‘  Old 
Bill  Chitty,’  one  of  Horsham’s  chronic  inebriates,  who 
was  hanging  on  to  the  new  Member  and  somewhat  dis¬ 
counting  his  pride  by  slapping  him  on  the  back  and 
repeating  in  very  unsteady  language,  doubtless  in  grate¬ 
ful  reference  to  his  lavish  supply  of  1  Stagger-Juice,’  ‘  You 
be  a  good  ’un,  Scarlett ;  you  be  a  good  ’un.’  ” 

Mr.  Scarlett  sat  for  Horsham  for  just  under  three  years, 
when,  in  April  i844>  by  the  death  of  his  father,  he  succeeded 
to  the  Peerage  and  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Lords.  He  thus 
vacated  his  seat  in  the  House  of  Commons  and  made  neces¬ 
sary  a  bye-election  at  Horsham. 

For  this  event  both  parties  at  Horsham  were  unprepared, 
but  Mr.  Hurst  hastily  came  forward  with  an  address  to  the 
Electors.  Mr.  Hurst  was  by  this  time  far  and  firmly  removed 
from  the  aspirations  of  his  old  Reform  associates.  He  had, 
at  the  opening  of  the  Parliament  of  1837-38,  voted  against  a 
proposal  for  a  further  extension  of  the  franchise.  He  was  not 
in  favour  of  the  ballot  box.  He  had  supported  the  Poor  Law 
Amendment  Act.  He  was  opposed  to  the  new  agitation  for 
the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws,  and  he  had  no  use  for  Chartism, 
that  new  menace  to  privilege  which  had  sprung  from  the 
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limitation  of  the  franchise,  and  the  refusal  of  many  demands 
of  the  old  Reformers  of  1832  and  which  had  been  formally 
repudiated  by  the  Liberal  party  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
Indeed,  though  he  had  done  but  little  or  nothing  to  allay  the 
suspicions  of  the  Independent  party  as  to  his  designs  upon  the 
freedom  of  the  Borough,  still  less  had  he  shown  any  sign  of 
reverting  to  that  Radicalism  by  which  he  had  become  Hors¬ 
ham’s  first  Reform  Member  of  Parliament.  He  had  gone  in 
the  opposite  direction  with  an  alacrity  which  had  carried  him 
right  away  from  the  position  of  1832  into  a  state  acceptable 
to  many  Pinks. 

Until  1837  Mr.  Hurst  had  been  supported  by  all  Radicals 
and  Dissenters  and  some  Whigs.  Now  it  was  asserted  by  the 
Pinks  that  in  canvassing  them  he  had  said  that  he  had 
finished  with  Lord  John  Russell,  the  father  of  the  Reform 
Act  of  1832,  and,  they  asserted,  he  was  worthy  their  support ; 
some  Blues  feared  he  might  go  over  to  the  Pinks,  bag  and 
baggage,  for  not  only  had  Mr.  Hurst  declined  to  join  the  anti- 
Corn  Law  League,  but  had  actually  subscribed  to  the  funds 
of  an  opposing  organisation,  the  “  Agricultural  Protection 
Society.”  This  new  leaning  towards  the  Pinks  appears  to 
have  disarmed  opposition  in  Pink  quarters.  No  Conservative 
candidate  appeared,1  but  it  raised  a  startling  question  among 
the  Blues  :  “  Ought  Mr.  Hurst,  with  his  ‘  monopolist  bread 
taxing  principles  ’  to  be  returned  without  opposition  from 
the  Liberals  and  Radicals  of  the  Borough  ?  ”  But  Mr.  Hurst 
had  adroitly  disarmed  the  Blues  also.  He  had  already 
obtained  promises  of  support  from  their  leaders  without  whom 
the  rank  and  file  were  unable  either  to  find  a  candidate  them¬ 
selves  or  accept  one  offered  by  the  anti-Corn  Law  League, 
two  of  whose  lecturers  had  been  in  the  Town  and  neighbour¬ 
hood  several  days  agitating  the  cause.  In  their  bitter  im¬ 
potence  the  disgruntled  Blues  could  only  register  their  dis¬ 
satisfaction  and  prepare  for  action  at  the  next  opportunity. 
They  held  at  the  “  Richmond  Arms  ”  Hotel  (now  the  G.P.O.) 

1  The  “  Brighton  Guardian,”  24th  April  1844  says,  “  Mr.  Walter  Burrell 
of  the  Agricultural  Protection  Society  circulated  the  influential  Conservatives 
asking  them  not  to  oppose  Mr.  Hurst.  The  “  Brighton  Gazette,”  nth  April, 
says  that  on  the  paramount  question  “  Mr.  Hurst  is  all  that  the  most  zealous 
Conservative  can  desire,”  and  strongly  hopes  all  Conservatives  will  support  him 
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‘  a  public  meeting  of  the  Electors  and  other  Inhabitants  of 
the  Borough  of  Horsham  this  18th  Day  of  April  1844,”  and 
it  was  proposed  and  carried  unanimously 

That  by  a  coalition  betwixt  both  political  parties 
of  the  landed  proprietary  of  this  neighbourhood  in  sup¬ 
port  of  monopoly,  and  the  personal  possession  of  large 
property  in  the  parish,  Mr.  Robert  Henry  Hurst  has  been 
enabled  temporarily  to  secure  the  Representation  of  this 
Borough  while  many  of  the  Free-trade  electors  have 
incautiously  precluded  themselves  by  premature  pledges 
from  the  present  exercise  of  a  free  choice. 

That  the  Inhabitants  of  the  Borough  repudiate  the 
representation  of  Mr.  Hurst  as  being  that  only  of  his, 
and  his  landed  supporters’  interests  whose  exercise  of 
political  power  controls  for  the  present  our  freedom  of 
election. 

“  And  that  to  prevent  all  mistakes  on  the  subject  of  a 
real  opinion  this  meeting  denounces  all  taxes  on  human 
food  and  restrictions  on  the  exercise  of  industry.  And 
we  hereby  declare  our  readiness  at  any  future  Election  to 
record  our  voice  in  favor  of  that  candidate  who  will 
support  the  total  and  immediate  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws 
and  Provision  Laws. 

“  James  Agate  Chairman .” 

On  the  Election  day,  the  1st  May,  the  Town  was  very 
quiet  and  dull,  there  was  but  little  entertainment.  No  band, 
no  banner,  no  mob,  and  save  for  the  three  or  four  flags  from 
several  public  houses,  scarcely  any  sign  of  an  Election. 
Nomination  proceedings  commenced  about  12  o’clock.  Mr. 
France,  the  Under  Sheriff,  presided  as  Returning-  Officer  at 
the  Hustings,  and  after  the  usual  official  preliminaries,  asked 
for  any  nominations,  whereupon  Mr.  Wm.  Lintott  proposed, 
and  Mr.  Henry  Michell  seconded,  Mr.  Hurst.  Mr.  Lintott 
had  been  a  Whig  supporter  of  Mr.  Hurst  at,  and  ever  since,  the 
1832  Election.  He  had  been  a  useful  and  laborious  member 
of  his  Committees.  Mr.  Michell  had  been  a  Whig  supporter 
in  and  since  1837.  Both  were  members  of  the  anti-Corn  Law 
League,  and  it  was  with  but  a  half-hearted  and  apologetic 
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attitude  that  they  now  stood  by  one  who  was  opposed  to 
them  on  the  greatest  political  struggle  since  1832.  No  one 
else  being  nominated,  the  Returning  Officer  declared  Mr.  Hurst 
duly  elected.  Mr.  Hurst,  in  addressing  the  few  people  present, 
said  he  would  not  now  enter  into  those  political  questions  that 
were  agitating  the  public  mind.  He  was  never  an  extreme 
party  man.  He  had  always  acted  independently  and  should 
continue  to  do  so.  He  declined  to  pledge  himself  to  any  line 
of  conduct. 

The  satisfaction  of  Mr.  Hurst  and  the  Conservatives,  and 
the  dissatisfaction  of  the  Radicals  with  the  state  of  affairs 
are  explicable  and  excusable,  but  the  acquiescence  of  the 
Independent  party  is  neither  the  one  nor  the  other.  Yet  not 
three  years  had  passed  since  they  claimed  to  have  “  placed 
the  Borough  among  the  Independent  Constituencies  of  the 
Kingdom,”  and  to  have  “  prevented  it  returning  to  a  state 
of  Vassalage  and  degradation  under  Mr.  Hurst,”  who,  accord¬ 
ing  to  them,  had  kept  it  so  for  nearly  ten  years.  The  Inde¬ 
pendence  of  the  Borough  was  still  a  live  wire.  It  had  not 
been  extinguished,  only  temporarily  dimmed,  by  the  stronger 
and  broader  light  of  the  Corn  Law  agitation  and  upon  the 
repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws  during  this  Parliament  the  demand 
for  the  “  Independence  of  the  Borough  ”  gave  out  a  tremen¬ 
dous  heat,  if  but  little  light  for  the  guidance  of  the  next 
Election. 

Of  the  treating  and  bribery  at  the  1832  Election  we  have 
not  been  able  to  get  any  details.  There  is  evidence  of  both, 
and  also  of  other  forms  of  corruption  at  the  1835  and  1837 
Elections 

“  when,”  writes  a  correspondent,  “  corruption  like  a 
mighty  flood  set  in  against  the  electors,  carrying  within 
its  overwhelming  and  destructive  course  the  timid  and 
the  unprincipled  :  when  the  ejectment  of  tenants ; 
deprivation  of  custom  ;  dismissal  from  employment  ;  in 
short  every  species  of  infamy  and  vile  intimidation  were 
resorted  to.”  1 

At  the  1841  Election  the  course  was  taken  along  the  now 
somewhat  familiar  road  at  an  accelerated  pace.  The  deter- 

1“  Brighton  Patriot,”  27th  February  1838. 
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mination  to  disregard  all  Acts  of  Parliament  against  treating, 
bribery,  and  corruption  appears  to  have  waited  upon  the  candi¬ 
dates  for  Horsham’s  highest  and  most  coveted  honour,  and 
to  have  increased  its  attentions  as  Election  succeeded  Election. 
There  is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  conditions  of  election¬ 
eering  were  worse  at  Horsham  than  at  many  other  similar 
Boroughs  up  to  this  time  ;  for,  whereas  the  Reform  Act  of 
1832  had  removed  all  those  differences  and  peculiarities 
among  the  Boroughs  that  had  existed  since  1295  and  pro¬ 
vided  legal  uniformity  in  their  new  electioneering  machinery, 
it  did  not  remove  that  illegal  uniformity  in  drunkenness, 
bribery,  and  corruption  that  more  or  less  degraded  all  of  them. 
Open  public-houses,  innocent  in  their  origin  as  hospitality  in 
Shire  Elections  when  most  of  the  voters  came  from  a  distance, 
were  now  very  different  in  their  intended  effect  ;  and  the 
resultant  abuses  and  other  abuses  were  common  to  all 
Boroughs. 

At  Horsham  after  the  1841  Election  these  attendant  evils 
were  put  by,  not  to  subside  during  the  six  years’  life  of  this 
Parliament  (one  of  the  longest  of  the  century),  but  to  ferment, 
to  breed  and  multiply  ;  and  at  the  next  general  Election  in 
1847  every  vice  reappeared  in  an  aggravated  form,  ready  and 
anxious  to  be  patronised  and  exploited.  It  was  during  this 
period  that  there  accumulated  that  set  of  fortuitous  circum¬ 
stances  by  which,  with  the  importunate  attendance  of  these 
vices,  Horsham  outstripped  all,  or  nearly  all,  other  Boroughs 
in  the  run  for  notoriety  ;  and  it  is  when  we  come  to  this 
Election,  or  look  back  at  it  in  perspective  after  four-fifths  of 
a  century,  that  we  get  an  idea  of  what  electioneering  extrava¬ 
gance  at  its  zenith  was  like. 


CHAPTER  XIV. 


The  Notorious  1847  Election — Pinks  turn  Blue  :  Blues  turn  Pink — 
The  Independence  of  the  Borough — Open  Public-Houses — A 
Flood  of  Free  Liquor — Wholesale  Bribery — Intimidation — Kid¬ 
napping. 

Mr.  Hurst  was  by  no  means  secure  or  comfortable  in  his  seat. 
Soon  after  his  Return  in  1844  rumours  of  his  inability,  from 
the  financial  embarrassments  of  his  estates,  to  survive  that 
Parliament  as  Member  of  Horsham  were  in  circulation,  and 
being  well  founded  caused  considerable  excitement  and  specu¬ 
lation  as  to  the  political  future  of  the  Borough. 

At  the  end  of  the  year  1845,  Mr.  Hurst  went  abroad  and 
never  afterwards  sat  in  the  House  of  Commons.  Nor  did  he 
take  any  steps  to  resign  the  seat.  The  Borough  was  in  con¬ 
sequence  practically  disfranchised  for  nearly  two  years.  Mr. 
Hurst’s  inability  was  a  source  of  much  gratification  to  the 
independent  party,  who  now  saw  in  dissolution  the  evil  that 
they  were  formed  to  combat.  With  this  obstacle  removed 
they  could  indulge  again  their  cherished  hope  of  getting 
elected  for  Horsham  a  resident  gentleman  of  independent 
fortune,  who  would  represent  their  views  much  more  nearly, 
and  would  financially  patronise  and  support  the  Town  and 
neighbourhood  to  a  greater  degree  than  had  fylr.  Hurst.  But 
it  was  realised  by  them  that  to  be  without  a  candidate  with 
these  qualifications,  or  to  be  at  the  mercy  of  a  candidate  without 
them,  was  a  dangerous  situation  in  which  the  Town  ought 
not  to  be  placed.  Already  feelers  as  to  the  future  representa¬ 
tion  of  the  Borough  had  been  received.  “  I  know  a  gentleman 
of  great  respectability,”  wrote  a  London  agent  to  a  Horsham 
solicitor  on  1st  April  1845, 

“  who  wants  a  seat  and  has  no  objection  to  purchase  an 
estate  of  from  £5,000  to  £50,000.  The  present  M.P.  will 
of  course  do  as  he  likes  about  vacating,  but  my  friend  is 
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rich  and  one  of  the  right  sort  and  would  like  to  come  in 
quietly  now.  I  have  given  your  name  as  a  gentleman  to 
be  employed  in  case  of  a  vacancy.” 

The  ground,  however,  was  not  yet  clear  ;  for  though  Mr.  Hurst 
had  finally  decided  to  vacate  the  seat  the  family  was  not  dis¬ 
posed  to  relinquish  all  hold  upon  it.  It  is  evident,  as  the 
Independent  party  alleged,  that  there  still  remained  at  Hor¬ 
sham  Park  an  inherited  regard  for  the  pre-Reform  principle 
of  proprietary  rights  to  seats  in  Parliament ;  for,  writing  to 
Mr.  Padwick,  who  was  still  agent  to  Mr.  Hurst,  in  December 
1845,  Mr.  Hurst,  Junr.,  says: — 

“  My  Dear  Padwick, 

“  In  these  stirring  times  I  shall  be  glad  to  hear  from 
you  in  the  event  of  anything  occurring  to  change  the 
aspect  of  Political  affairs  at  Horsham.  You  know  my 
views  upon  the  subject  ;  viz.,  that  our  interests  should  go 
to  nobody  without  a  consideration.  We  are  in  a  position 
to  be  very  awkward  customers  to  any  one  we  choose  to 
oppose,  though  we  may  not  have  the  power  of  returning 
a  Member  single-handed.  I  have  no  notion  of  supporting 
anybody  without  a  return.  I  would  sooner  stand  myself.” 

Through  Mr.  Hurst’s  embarrassments  Mr.  Padwick  was 
appointed  manager  to  the  estates.  In  this  capacity  he  had 
anticipated  the  situation  created  by  Mr.  Hurst’s  difficulties, 
and  he  saw  the  possibilities  of  a  larger  scope  for  his  own  elec¬ 
tioneering  genius  and  activities.  The  political  trammels  by 
which  he  had  been  bound  were  removed  by  Mr.  Hurst’s 
retirement,  and  in  his  new  strength  he  determined  to  deal 
independently  with  such  opportunities  as  might  occur  and  to 
take  his  own  course  without  regard  to  any  hold  upon  the 
seat  that  the  Hurst  family  might  claim.  One  of  the  Hurst 
estates,  Holbrook,  was  advertised  in  influential  circles  ;  and 
in  the  course  of  negotiations  for  its  sale  it  was  intimated  or 
stated  that,  subject  to  certain  conditions,  the  purchaser  could 
have  Horsham’s  seat  in  Parliament.  So  tempting  a  bait  soon 
landed  the  eager  purchaser.  Holbrook  was  sold  in  June  1845 
to  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  an  able  and  amiable  gentleman  very  desirous 
of  a  seat  in  Parliament,  and  possessing  just  that  independent 
fortune  that  was  thought  so  essential. 
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At  this  time  the  dissolution  of  Parliament  was  considered 
to  be  imminent,  and  Mr.  Fitzgerald  was  not  the  only  gentleman 
who  looked  hopefully  at  the  prospective  vacant  seat  at  Hor¬ 
sham.  Mr.  Edwin  James,  one  of  the  most  famous  barristers 
of  that  day,  who  a  short  time  previously  had  taken  up  his 
residence  at  the  Nunnery,  Rusper,  issued  an  address  to  the 
Horsham  electors  in  December  1845  with  the  view,  either  of 
occupying  the  seat  himself,  or  of  holding  it  for  a  friend  ; 
whilst  Mr.  Padwick,  who  upon  his  own  initiative  had  unsuc¬ 
cessfully  interviewed  Mr.  Dickens  of  Coolhurst  and  Mr.  Ald¬ 
ridge  of  St.  Leonards,  with  the  hope  of  inducing  first  one  and 
then  the  other  to  be  nominated,  openly  represented  Mr.  Fitz¬ 
gerald  to  the  Conservative  Protectionist  party  as  a  candidate 
worthy  of  their  support.  Mr.  Fitzgerald  was  then  in  Paris, 
where  he  soon  learned  that  the  seat  would  have  to  be  fought 
for,  and  saw  the  necessity  of  nursing  the  Constituency  and 
taking  up  his  residence  at  Holbrook,  for  that  purpose,  as  soon 
as  possible. 

Mr.  Fitzgerald  was  not  prepared  for  such  an  early  declara¬ 
tion  of  hostilities  from  his  neighbour  at  the  Nunnery  ;  on 
the  contrary,  the  address  came  as  a  surprise  and  disappoint¬ 
ment  from  one  who  but  two  months  previously  had  promised 
him  his  support. 

Mr.  Padwick  about  the  same  time  wrote  to  Mr.  Hurst  at 
Cheltenham  giving  him,  as  desired,  an  account  of  the  Parlia¬ 
mentary  situation  at  Horsham,  stating  that  Mr.  Fitzgerald 
was  to  be  a  candidate,  and  that  in  all  probability  he  (Mr.  Pad¬ 
wick)  would  be  his  agent.  This  letter  was  at  once  replied  to 
by  Mr.  Hurst,  Junr.,  who  saw  in  Mr.  Padwick’s  friendliness 
and  agency  for  Mr.  Fitzgerald  a  menace  to  his  father’s  and  his 
own  interests  : — 

“  My  Dear  Padwick, 

I  have  read  with  some  alarm  that  you  propose 
accepting  an  agency  from  Mr.  Fitzgerald.  I  hope  this  is 
not  so,  as  I  cannot  conceive  it  possible  for  the  position 
you  stand  towards  us  to  be  compatible  with  being  the 
Election  agent  of  Fitzgerald  ;  and  still  less  will  such  an 
agency  be  compatible  with  the  desire  you  have  always 
expressed  of  consulting  our  interest,  which  is  almost  sure 
to  clash  with  his  sooner  or  later. 
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“  But  if  you  should  take  such  an  office  upon  yourself, 
believing  (what  seems  to  me  impossible)  that  you  can  act 
honestly  to  both  parties  ;  or  if,  without  accepting  an 
agency,  you  canvass  for  him,  you  are  bound  to  tell  every 
person  that  you  canvass  solely  on  your  own  account  and 
have  not  only  no  authority  to  do  so  from  us,  but  have  re¬ 
ceived  instructions  directly  the  contrary. 

“  There  seems  now  no  prospect  of  an  immediate  dissolu¬ 
tion.  It  becomes  therefore  still  more  important  that  we 
should  remain  completely  uncompromised,  in  case,  here¬ 
after,  we  should  desire  that  any  interest  we  may  possess 
may  be  given  to  any  personal  friend  of  our  own. 

“  Any  influence  you  may  possess  in  Horsham  must 
arise  very  much  from  the  position  you  now  stand  in  with 
regard  to  our  affairs,  and  from  having  been  for  many 
years  agent  to  my  father  ;  and  therefore  you  are  bound 
in  honour  to  accept  of  no  office  which  can  militate  against 
his  interest  while  you  continue  in  your  present  position 
with  regard  to  him. 

“  I  feel  sure  in  saying  this  I  only  state  my  father’s 
views  on  the  subject,  as  I  think  indeed  they  must  be  the 

views  of  everybody. 

“  Believe  me,  Yours  sincerely, 

Robert  Henry  Hurst. 

“  21st  Dec.  1845.” 

The  threatened  dissolution  did  not  then  take  place.  Mr. 
James  took  no  further  steps  to  promote  his  candidature  ;  but 
Mr.  Fitzgerald,  upon  his  return  to  England,  settled  at  Holbrook 
and  began  to  nurse  the  Constituency  with  an  ardour,  an 
amiability,  and  a  generosity  that  at  once  seemed  to  clear  the 
way  to  the  attainment  of  his  ambition.  For  over  a  year  he 
sought  to  gratify  the  inhabitants  of  Horsham.  His  manner 
and  deportment  charmed  and  graced  local  “  High  Society  ; 
his  display  of  wealth  and  indiscriminate  distribution  of  patron¬ 
age  won  the  support  of  the  professions  and  traders  ;  whilst 
his  charitable  disposition  was  shown  in  every  subscription  list 
for  the  benefit  of  the  poor.  His  social  success  was  unques¬ 
tioned  and  complete  ;  yet,  though  it  was  well  known  that  he 
would  be  a  Parliamentary  candidate  at  the  next  Election,  he 


334  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  OF  HORSHAM 

made  no  declaration  of  political  principles,  he  held  no  meeting 
to  announce  his  candidature,  he  published  no  address  ;  but, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  he  was  a  member  of  the  Carlton 
Club,  and  that  since  he  had  bought  Holbrook  he  had  gone  to 
Hereford  as  a  Parliamentary  candidate  and  had  canvassed 
that  Borough  as  an  ultra  Tory  and  Protectionist  and  an 
opponent  of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  he  privately  canvassed  people  of 
Horsham  in  such  a  manner  as  to  give  a  general  impression  that 
he  was  everybody’s  candidate.  He  was  said  to  be  “  Radical 
to  the  Radicals,”  “  Whig  to  the  Whigs,”  and  “  Tory  to  the 
Tories,”  “  Free  trader  to  Free  traders,”  and  “  Protectionist 
to  Protectionists.”  This  “  all  things  to  all  men  ”  attitude  was 
hotly  resented  by  the  left  wing  of  the  Horsham  electorate,  but 
was  blandly  excused  by  the  right  wing,  who  pointed  out  that 
any  lack  of  political  conviction  was  compensated  by  his  high 
social  qualities,  and  that  his  entertainments  and  his  pursuit 
of  sport  and  pleasure  were  all  for  the  welfare  of  the  Town. 

By  March  1847  rumours  of  a  dissolution  became  general 
and  persistent.  The  Parliament  was  old,  and  in  any  case  a 
general  Election  must  take  place  soon.  As  yet  no  rival  since 
Mr.  James  had  appeared  against  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  who  on  the 
15th  March  issued  his  address  as  candidate  : — 

“  To  the  Independent  Electors  of  the  Borough 
of  Horsham. 

11  Gentlemen, 

“  As  a  dissolution  of  the  present  Parliament  may  be 
anticipated  at  no  very  distant  period,  and  as  circum¬ 
stances  are  daily  occurring  in  your  borough  which  may 
possibly  prejudice  my  position  as  a  Candidate  for  the 
honour  of  representing  you  in  a  future  Parliament  if  I 
hesitate  longer  to  declare  my  intentions,  I  am  induced, 
in  deference  to  the  opinion  and  wish  of  a  large  and  influen¬ 
tial  portion  of  your  Constituency,  thus  early  to  announce 
my  resolution  to  solicit  at  your  hands  at  the  next  Election 
the  honour  of  representing  you  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

I  am  sensible  I  cannot  lay  claim  to  having  been  long 
known  to  you  ;  but  I  trust  the  fact  of  my  being  located 
in  your  Borough,  and  resident  amongst  you,  is  at  least 
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an  earnest  of  my  desire  to  become  not  only  better  known 
to  you,  but  personally  identified  with  your  interests. 
And  I  may  venture  to  hope  that,  if  the  honour  I  seek  at 
your  hands  should  be  ultimately  conferred,  our  connection 
may  prove  a  source  of  mutual  satisfaction  and  advantage. 

“  In  this  preliminary  address,  it  will  not  of  course  be 
requisite  that  I  should  enter  into  any  lengthened  state¬ 
ment  of  my  political  views  ;  a  more  favourable  oppor¬ 
tunity  will  present  itself  for  such  purpose  ;  but  I  think  it 
right  to  state  that,  if  honoured  by  your  confidence,  I  shall 
enter  Parliament  unfettered  and  Independent,  seeking 
neither  Place  nor  Emolument  ;  determined  strictly,  under 
the  guidance  of  Providence,  to  do  my  duty  as  your 
representative  ;  to  promote  to  the  utmost  of  my  power 
the  prosperity  of  your  Borough  ;  and  never  to  seek  to 
advance  the  interest  of  one  portion  of  the  community  to 
the  unjust  prejudice  of  another,  which  may  equally  claim 
my  attention. 

“  As  I  look  forward  to  an  early  and  convenient  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  personally  paying  my  respects  to  you,  permit 
me  in  the  meantime  to  subscribe  myself, 

“  Your  obedient  and  faithful  servant, 

Wm.  R.  Seymour  Fitzgerald. 

“  Holbrook,  Horsham, 

15 th  March  1847.” 

Notwithstanding  the  nebulous  nature  of  this  address, 
which  indeed  left  open  the  assumption  of  any  particular  atti¬ 
tude,  Mr.  Fitzgerald  came  out  definitely  as  the  Conservative 
or  Pink  candidate,  and,  with  Mr.  Padwick  and  Mr.  Rawhson 
as  his  appointed  agents,  began  his  public  canvass^  of  the 
Electorate.  He  received  immediately  the  vigorous  support  of 
the  Independent  party. 

Within  a  few  days  of  the  issue  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald’s  address, 
Mr  James  introduced  Mr.  A.  J.  E.  Cockburn,  Barrister, 
afterwards  Lord  Chief  Justice,  in  opposition  to  Mr.  Fitzgerald. 
He  came  out  as  a  Liberal  or  Blue  candidate,  and  he  also,  with 
his  agents  Mr.  Medwin  and  Captain  Thomas,  at  once  com¬ 
menced  to  canvass  the  Borough.  He,  however,  accepted  an 
invitation  to  stand  for  Southampton,  for  which  he  was  returned 
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M.P.  After  his  departure  Mr.  James  introduced  John  Jervis, 
Junr.,  Esq.,  a  young  man  not  yet  21  years  of  age,  son  of 
Sir  John  Jervis,  the  Attorney-General  of  the  day.  He  was 
finally  adopted  as  the  Blue  candidate. 

Sir  John  Jervis  had  been  M.P.  for  the  city  of  Chester  since 
1832,  and  was  an  old  electioneering  campaigner.  He  came 
down  with  confidence  and  determination,  and,  introducing  his 
son  on  his  first  visit  to  Horsham,  he  gave  out  that  he  had 
never  lost  an  election  yet  and  intended  not  to  lose  this  one. 

Mr.  Jervis  issued  his  address  on  the  3rd  May  : — 

“  To  the  Electors  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham. 

“  Gentlemen, 

“  The  probability  of  an  early  dissolution  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  and  that  your  present  Member  will  not  again  offer 
himself  as  a  Candidate,  induces  me  to  comply  with  the 
request  of  Parties  of  influence  in  your  Borough,  and  to 
solicit  at  the  coming  Election  the  honour  of  representing 
you  in  Parliament. 

“  My  father’s  connection  with  the  present  Government 
is  a  sufficient  guarantee  for  the  Liberality  of  my  Opinions, 
and  will  ensure  my  cordial  support  of  the  great  measures 
of  social  and  political  improvement  which  Her  Majesty’s 
Ministers  are  anxious  to  promote. 

“  The  most  important  of  these  measures  is  the  Educa¬ 
tion  of  the  people.  Without  the  assistance  of  the  national 
resources  education  cannot  be  general ;  if  purely  secular, 
it  cannot  be  complete.  In  my  opinion  the  voluntary 
system  should  be  aided  by  the  State  ;  but  at  the  same  time 
the  conscientious  scruples  of  all  should  be  respected. 

“  The  state  of  Ireland  and  the  improvement  of  the 
moral  and  social  condition  of  her  people  must  necessarily 
engross  the  attention  of  the  next  Parliament — a  well- 
administered  Poor  Law  is  an  act  of  Justice  to  the  Poor 
of  that  country.  ‘  Property  has  its  duties  as  well  as  its 
rights,’  and  the  Landlord  cannot  complain  with  justice  if 
he  is  called  upon  to  support,  in  their  infirmity  and  dis¬ 
tress,  those  by  whose  labour  he  is  enriched. 

“  Agriculture,  deprived  of  its  protective  duties,  may  be 
fostered  by  well-conceived  measures,  and  Justice  requires 
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that  the  farmer  who  takes  his  produce  to  a  free  market 
should  purchase  all  other  articles  without  restriction.  I 
am  an  advocate  for  perfect  Freedom  of  trade  as  a  neces¬ 
sary  consequence  of  Sir  Robert  Peel’s  late  measures  upon 
the  subject  of  the  Corn  Laws. 

Such  are  my  opinions  upon  the  leading  topics  now 
occupying  the  public  attention.  In  a  few  days  I  shall 
have  the  honor  of  waiting  upon  each  elector  and  in  the 
mean  time  trust  that  my  connection  with  your  neighbour 
Mr.  Broadwood,  of  Holmbush,  will  be  a  sufficient  excuse 
for  my  presenting  myself,  as  a  stranger,  to  your  notice. 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  be, 

With  great  respect, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

John  Jervis. 

“  47  Eaton  Square, 

3rd  May  1847.” 

The  address  of  Mr.  Jervis  came  as  “  rare  and  refreshing 
fruit  ”  to  the  disgruntled  Blues  of  1844.  Mr.  Hurst  had  never 
attempted  to  obtain  the  good  things  it  promised.  He  had 
deserted  them.  This  new  candidate  was  a  Radical  after  their 
own  heart,  anj  he  immediately  received  their  fervid  support. 
He  was  also  supported  by  most  of  the  moderate  Blues — and 
by  Mr.  Hurst  himself  !  In  addition  to  these,  Sir  John  Jervis, 
who  was  related  to  Mr.  Broadwood,  the  Pink  candidate  of 
1835  and  1837,  obtained  for  his  son  the  support  of  that  gentle¬ 
man  and  a  strong  body  of  voters  who  had  previously  supported 
him,  whilst  on  the  other  hand,  a  considerable  number  of  the 
Hurst  party  amalgamated  with  the  Independent  party  in 
support  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald.  Of  these  the  chief  were  Mr.  Lintott, 
who  was  the  largest  and  richest  tradesman  in  the  Town,  and 
Mr.  Henry  Michell,  the  brewer. 

Mr.  Lintott  was  personally  canvassed  by  Sir  John  Jervis 
and  Mr.  James  in  the  “  Blue  ”  interest,  and  by  Mr.  Fitzgerald 
and  Mr.  Padwick  in  the  “  Pink  ”  interest.  Plis  conversion 
was  the  subject  of  a  Blue  squib  likening  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  in  his 
success  in  winning  him,  to  Jenny  Lind.1 

1  Jenny  Lind,  the  “  Swedish  Nightingale,”  was  at  this  time  at  the  height 
of  her  fame  as  a  singer. 
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JENNY  LIND  AND  THE  GROCER. 

1.  O  Jenny  fine, 

That  voice  of  thine. 

Like  magic  o’er  him  stealing, 

Told  such  a  tale. 

Sweet  nightingale. 

As  won  his  fellow  feeling. 

2.  A  Whig  was  he  ! 

A  Tory  see  !! 

As  yet  unfledged,  so  callow, 

’Neath  thy  control 

His  little  soul 

Was  melted  like  his  tallow. 

3.  Away  !  Away  !! 

With  thy  soft  lay, 

Blythe  bird,  for  oh  !  by  dint  o’t 
Came  such  delight. 

That  black  was  white 

And  both  the  same  to  L - 1. 

4.  1  And  if  thou  stay 
Another  day, 

Lo  !  with  the  grocer,  sure. 

Thy  potent  tongue 

Just  like  a  bung 

Will  barrel  up  the  Brewer. 

But  the  Pinks  treated  the  conversions  in  a  serious  and 
becoming  manner.  The  capture  of  such  big  fish  as  Mr.  Lintott 
and  Mr.  Michell,  together  with  several  smaller  fry  such  as 
Mr.  Thorpe,  Mr.  Plumer,  Mr.  Sharp,  and  others,  forming  so 
large  a  shoal  of  Blues  in  the  Pink  net,  was  considered  an 
achievement  worthy  of  special  recognition.  Accordingly  a 
champagne  dinner,  called  the  amalgamation  dinner,  to  cele¬ 
brate  the  happy  fusion  of  ex-Blues  and  Independents,  was 
given  by  and  to  the  select  members  of  both  parties  at  the 
“  Black  Idorse  Hotel  ”  on  8th  June.  Mr.  Padwick  occupied 
the  chair ;  Mr.  Rawlison  the  vice-chair.  At  this  elegant 
spread  healths  were  drunk,  toasts  were  given,  plans  were  laid 
for  attracting  as  many  voters  as  possible  to  the  Independent 
cause.  The  faded  Blue  ribbon  of  the  old  Member  was  dipped 
in  the  flowing  bowl  and  turned  Pink.  Its  wearers,  hitherto 
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prominent  Blues,  found  no  difficulty  and  felt  no  compunction 
in  transferring  their  allegiance  and  attaching  themselves  to 
the  Independent  candidate  and  fortune  ;  whilst  Mr.  Lintott, 
in  an  enthusiastic  speech,  announced  his  intention  of  spending 
if  necessary  his  last  shilling  in  the  cause  he  had  just  espoused. 

With  the  void  left  by  the  retirement  of  the  old  Member, 
who  had  represented  the  Borough  for  so  many  years  ;  with 
two  strangers  as  candidates,  one  of  only  about  fifteen  months’ 
residence,  and  the  other  what  was  afterwards  known  as  a 
“  carpet  bagger,”  though  with  admittedly  eminent  immediate 
political  ancestry  ;  with  a  partial  loosening  of  landlord,  and 
a  complete  loosening  of  local  political,  ties  ;  with  Mr.  Padwick 
the  agent  until  this  time  a  Blue,  and  many  other  Blues,  turning 
Pink  ;  with  Mr.  Medwin  the  agent  formerly  Pink,  and  many 
other  Pinks,  turning  Blue  ;  with  the  importance  attributed  to 
the  Radical  Attorney-General’s  1  intention  backed  by  the  per- 
fervid  and  uncompromising  Blue  element  “  not  to  lose  this 
one  ;  ”  and  with  Mr.  Lintott’s  “  last  shilling  ;  ”  issue  was 
definitely  and  desperately  joined  between  Mr.  Fitzgerald  and 
Mr.  Jervis  ;  and  this  topsy-turvy  mixture  and  earnestness, 
together  with  sinister  and  daring  activities  promptly  contri¬ 
buted  by  Mr.  James,  soon  gave  indications  of  electioneering 
“  glory  ”  such  as  Horsham  had  never  before  known  nor  has 
experienced  since — “  glory  ”  scarcely  excelled  by  any  Con¬ 
stituency  and  equalled  by  but  few  Constituencies  in  the 
kingdom. 

The  Pinks  fixed  their  headquarters  at  the  “  King’s  Head  ” 
Hotel ;  the  Blues  fixed  their’s  at  the  “  Crown,”  afterwards 
moving  to  the  “  Anchor.”  As  soon  as  the  candidates,  their 
agents,  sub-agents,  and  friends  were  established  at  these 
principal  hotels,  both  parties  put  their  whole  energies  into  the 
business  5  enthusiasm  animated  every  worker,  acid  no  effort 
and  no  expense  was  spared  by  either  side  to  beat  the  other. 
From  these  hotels  the  agents  naturally  directed  their  propa¬ 
ganda  through  the  most  useful  and  most  appropriate  channels, 
and  that  they  had  commenced  their  duties  was  soon  apparent. 
The  prospect  of  “  the  Trade  ”  at  this  time  was  far  too  good 
for  the  publicans  to  be  neutral,  and  every  public-house  and 

1  At  the  dinner  given  to  Mr.  Broadwood  in  1837,  Mr.  Jervis  (not  yet  knighted) 
spoke  of  himself  as  a  “  Reform  Radical.” 
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beer-shop  in  the  parish  was  secured  by  one  side  or  the  other  as 
an  electioneering  stronghold.  At  every  one  of  them  Pink  or 
Blue  flags  were  flying,  the  meaning  of  which  could  not  be 
misunderstood.  The  “  houses  ”  were  now  open,  the  icellars 
were  full,  and  the  Brewers  and  spirit  merchants  were  prepared 
for  an  uncommon  run  on  their  commodities. 

On  the  Pink  side  the  houses  were  : — 

The  “  King’s  Head,” 

“  Black  Horse,” 

“  Richmond  ”  (now  the  Post  office), 

“  Swan,” 

“  Black  Jack  ”  (now  the  “  Hurst  Arms  ”), 

“  Green  Dragon,” 

11  Dog  and  Bacon,” 

“  Punch  Bowl,” 

“  Cock  ”  (Southwater), 

“  Hen  and  Chicken  ”  (Southwater), 

“  Fox  and  Hounds,” 
and  a  few  beer-shops. 

On  the  Blue  side  the  houses  were  : — 

The  “  Anchor,” 

“  Crown  ” 

“  Queen’s  Head,” 

“  Horse  and  Groom,” 

“  Star,” 

“  Shelley  Arms  ”  (Broadbridge  Heath), 

“  Norfolk  Arms  ”  (Roffey), 

“  Gardeners’  Arms,” 

“  White  Horse,” 

“  Red  Lion,” 

and  a  few  more  beer-shops. 

If  a  voter  wanted  a  drink,  or,  as  much  more  frequently 
happened,  fancied  he  did  when  he  didn’t,  he  could  go  into  any 
public-house  and  obtain  any  kind  of  refreshment  without 
offering  or  being  asked  for  payment  for  it.  The  landlords 
knew  whence  to  obtain  full  satisfaction.  The  labourer  whose 
taste  was  usually  satisfied  with  small  beer  was  now  in  a 
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position  to  discover  and  indulge  a  palate  capable  of  appre¬ 
ciating  more  aristocratic  beverages  ;  and  not  for  himself  only  ; 
no  niggardly  rule  was  made  as  to  the  kind  or  number  of  friends 
a  voter  might  introduce.  Parties  of  three,  four,  five,  or  more 
would  enter  a  public-house  and  demand  refreshment  all 
round.  After  wishing  the  Pink  or  Blue  cause,  whichever  it 
might  be,  success  in  several  glasses  of  grog  each,  some  would 
perhaps  endeavour  to  make  their  way  home,  others  would 
think  they  felt  the  need  of  a  little  further  strengthening  for 
such  a  task  and  go  their  way  to  the  next  public-house  of  the 
same  colour  for  that  purpose.  Lemonade  and  brandy  was  the 
most  popular  beverage.  It  was  the  new  fashionable  drink, 
concocted  by  one  Robinson,  a  waiter  at  the  “  Black  Horse  ” 
Hotel,  for  consumption  at  this  Election.  At  all  times  of  the 
day  and  night,  along  the  pavements  and  sidewalks  of  the 
Town,  could  be  seen  these  lemonade  and  brandy  politicians 
in  every  stage  of  alcoholic  progress,  and  cutting  every  kind  of 
caper  in  their  endeavours,  frequently  unsuccessful,  to  keep  on 
their  feet  ;  whilst  at  home  their  wives  would  take  their  jugs, 
coupled  with  the  name  of  one  of  the  candidates,  or  send  their 
children  with  them,  to  the  public-houses  for  their  supper  beer, 
without  money  or  fear  of  refusal.  In  the  Town  the  Pinks 
generally  kept  to  the  “  Pink  ”  public-houses,  and  the  Blues 
kept  to  the  “  Blue  ”  houses,  but  in  the  surrounding  neigh¬ 
bourhood  no  such  fastidiousness  was  observed.  If  a  man 
approached  a  Pink  house  he  would  display  Pink  colour  and 
have  his  refreshment ;  if  the  next  house  chanced  to  be  Blue 
he  would  accommodate  himself  to  the  situation  by  changing 
colour  and  professing  the  corresponding  partiality. 

The  Pink  party  started  their  political  campaign  with  the 
cry  for  the  “  Independence  of  the  Borough.”  Who  so  proper 
and  so  able  to  establish  and  maintain  it  as  the  gentleman  at 
Holbrook  with  the  independent  mind  and  ample  fortune  in 
contradistinction  to  Mr.  Hurst,  who  had  never  had  a  mind  for 
the  independence  of  the  Borough— indeed  it  was  alleged  that 
he  had  put  his  price,  £ 600 ,  upon  it,  and  had  offered  it  on  this 
consideration  to  two  or  three  gentlemen  and  certainly  Mr. 
Hurst  had  not  now  the  ample  fortune. 

The  Blue  party  also  claimed  to  be  the  party  to  secure  and 
uphold  the  Independence  of  the  Borough,  and  roundly  asserted 
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that  Mr.  Padwick  for  £i,000,  paid  to  and  for  himself  by  Mr. 
Fitzgerald,  had  attempted  to  sell  it  as  a  mere  sideline  with  the 
Holbrook  Estate,  the  amount  to  be  paid  as  soon  as  Mr.  Fitz¬ 
gerald  was  elected.  This  statement,  though  of  course  denied 
by  Mr.  Padwick,  was  assiduously  circulated  by  the  Blues  ; 
for  it  had  been  given  in  evidence  before  a  House  of  Commons’ 
Committee  that  at  an  Election  at  Evesham  in  1830  he  had 
engaged  to  run  a  candidate  in  for  the  same  sum  of  money  ; 
and  in  connection  with  this  business  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Commons  issued  a  warrant  and  sent  it  to  Horsham  for 
execution  ;  however,  Mr.  Padwick,  who  afterwards  denied  all 
knowledge  of  its  existence,  had  just  gone  on  a  visit  to  France. 
A  friend  of  his  facetiously  remarked  :  “  The  political  state 
of  Europe  and  the  lowering  clouds  in  the  same  atmosphere, 
which  menace  and  perplex  mankind,  have  induced  Padwick 
in  his  ardour  for  the  public  weal  to  seek  a  personal  interview 
with  the  King  of  the  French.” 

It  was  alleged,  too,  that  Mr.  Padwick  was  one  of  a  party 
of  speculators  who  looked  upon  electioneering  contests  as 
glorified  cock-fights  in  which  they  took  the  part  of  interested 
backers,  solely  or  at  least  chiefly  concerned  with  the  spending 
capacity  of  the  candidates  and  entirely  free  from  political 
considerations. 

“  There  is,  I  believe,”  writes  one  of  these  gentlemen, 
“  little  or  no  doubt  that  Parliament  will  be  dissolved 
forthwith  and  the  announcement  of  this  will  probably  be 
made  in  the  House.  The  Evesham  writ  will  of  course  go 
with  the  others,  but  I  much  fear  it  will  do  us  no  good  ; 
the  shortness  of  the  next  Parliament  will  prevent  people 
fighting  uncertain  and  expensive  contests,  and  I  have 
reason  to  think  that  our  cock  has  been  offered  another 
roost  of  a  safe  and  economical  description.  I  fear  we  shall 
scarcely  get  anyone  else  to  come  up  to  the  scratch.  You 
were  speaking  of  some  good  to  be  done  at  Horsham. 
Will  you  sound  the  ground  and  if  it  will  do  let  me  know. 

“  Yours  very  truly, 

C.  W.  A.” 

Were  Mr.  Fitzgerald  and  Mr.  Padwick  then  fit  persons  to 
be  entrusted  with  the  Independence  of  the  Borough  of  Hor- 
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sham  ?  Certainly  not ;  “  Jervis  was  the  friend,  not  Fitz¬ 
gerald.” 

The  Pinks  at  first  decided  not  to  hold  any  public  meetings  ; 
they  were  satisfied  with  the  impression  Mr.  Fitzgerald  had 
made  upon  the  Electorate  with  his  generosity  and  affability, 
and  were  convinced  that  they  had  a  majority  of  about  seventy 
of  the  voters,  upon  whom  they  could  rely  for  victory  ;  they 
therefore  regarded  the  situation  with  complacency,  though 
they  felt  somewhat  uneasy  at  the  drunkenness  that  degraded 
the  Town,  for  which  they  shared  responsibility.  But  the 
Blues  were  without  this  sense  of  false  security,  so  without 
delay  they  organised  a  series  of  public  meetings  in  support  of 
their  candidate. 

The  first  of  these  meetings  by  the  Blues  was  held  at  the 
“  Anchor  ”  Hotel  on  the  evening  of  15th  May.  The  “  houses  ” 
had  now  been  open  for  some  time  ;  already  the  whole  gamut  of 
drink  from  small  beer  to  champagne  had  been  run.  It  was  use¬ 
less  to  attempt  to  attract  people  to  the  meetings  by  speeches 
alone,  however  excellent.  The  happy  manner  in  which  any 
individual  chose  to  display  his  elegant  taste  in  wines  and 
spirits  at  any  time  at  the  public-houses  had  to  be  provided 
for  at  the  meetings  also.  Mr.  Lee,  the  Landlord  of  the 
“  Anchor,”  made  such  excellent  and  attractive  arrangements 
for  this  meeting  that  its  success  was  assured  before  it  began. 
A  prodigal  supply  of  choice  refreshments  was  got  in.  Messrs. 
Broadwood,  Senr.  and  Junr.,  Mr.  Jervis,  Mr.  Cockburn  (nick¬ 
named  the  “  Bulldog  ”),  Mr.  James  (called  the  “  Big-headed 
Jimmy  ”),  and  friends  drove  over  from  Holmbush  in  a  four- 
horse  coach.  There  was  a  room  full  of  all  sorts  and  conditions 
of  men.  Mr.  Jervis  was  proposed,  seconded,  and  unanimously 
adopted  as  the  Blue  candidate.  Every  one  was  supplied  free 
of  expense  to  himself  with  just  whatever  he  liked  to  drink  and 
smoke.  Wine,  brandy,  punch,  cigars,  all  of  these  were  handed 
round  to  every  one  s  satisfaction,  and  the  health  of  the  candi¬ 
date  was  drunk  with  three  times  three.  All  speeches  were 
over  by  about  10  p.m.,  but  supplies  of  the  good  things  enumer¬ 
ated  were  not  then  exhausted,  and  continued  until  long  past 
midnight,  when  there  was  scarcely  a  pair  of  lips  that  had 
not  prepared  for  its  owner  a  racking  headache  for  the  next 

day. 


344  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  OF  HORSHAM 


When  the  landlords  of  the  other  public-houses  saw  what  a 
great  success  the  “  Anchor  ”  meeting  had  been — as  well  for 
the  Landlord  as  for  the  candidate — they  clamoured  for  oppor¬ 
tunities  to  show  that  their  ability  in  this  line  was  equal  to 
that  of  Mr.  Lee,  and  were  given  orders  to  proceed.  The 
“  Anchor  ”  meeting  set  an  example  which  had  to  be  followed 
at  all  subsequent  meetings.  Variations  and  embellishments 
in  the  nature  of  music  and  feasting  and  other  means  of  enter¬ 
tainment  were  introduced,  but  the  alcoholic  standard  now 
established  must  not  be  lowered  for  fear  of  losing  adherents. 
The  Blues  continued  holding  these  supper  and  punch  meetings 
at  their  various  public-houses  ;  they  begat  their  own  name 
and  were  called  “  goes.”  Mr.  James  appears  to  have  under¬ 
taken  the  organisation  of  the  “  Blue  goes,”  and  Mr.  Millward 
the  landlord  of  the  “  Black  Horse  ”  undertook  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  “  Pink  goes.”  Those  held  at  the  chief  Inns  and 
Hotels  for  the  edification  and  delight  of  the  Swells  and  prin¬ 
cipal  Tradesmen  were  called  “  big  goes  ;  ”  those  held  at  the 
smaller  public-houses  and  beer-shops,  for  the  benefit  of  Cor¬ 
duroy  and  his  pals,  were  called  “  little  goes.”  Every  licensed 
house  in  the  parish  had  one  or  more  of  these  “  goes  ” — some 
had  several — the  outlying  Inns  as  well  as  those  in  the  Town. 
The  “  Dog  and  Bacon,”  “  Shelley  Arms,”  the  “  Cock,”  “  Hen 
and  Chicken,”  “  Fox  and  Hounds,”  each  and  all  of  these  took 
their  turn,  some  with  speeches,  some  without,  sometimes  with 
a  handsome  supper  as  well  as  drink  and  cigars.  At  these 
meetings  the  Blues  worked  up  a  furious  pace  and  made  a 
terrific  onslaught,  both  personal  and  political,  upon  Mr. 
Fitzgerald  and  Mr.  Padwick.  In  every  possible  way  attacks 
upon  this  pair  were  delivered  in  the  presence  of  the  Blue  can¬ 
didate  and  his  chief  supporters  by  Mr.  James  and  by  Mr. 
Cockburn.  By  these  famous  counsel  charges  of  all  sorts,  both 
positive  and  negative,  were  framed  and  made  against  them, 
severally  and  jointly,  and  their  characters  were  blackened 
beyond  redemption.  This  strong  mixture  of  free  liquor,  elo¬ 
quence,  and  slander  caused  great  excitement  in  the  Town 
and  some  consternation  among  the  Pinks  who,  when  they 
found  that  the  Blues  by  these  meetings  “  were  lopping  off 
numbers  of  Pink  voters,”  allowed  their  uneasy  feelings  on  the 
score  of  drunkenness  to  go  by  the  board.  Alarm  for  their  own 
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security  banished  all  regard  for  ethics,  and  they  decided  they 
must  adopt  the  methods  of  their  opponents  in  order  to  get 
their  own  back  and  hold  their  position. 

The  Pinks’  first  meeting  was  held  on  the  28th  June,  at  the 
“  Swan.”  Mr.  Fitzgerald  and  Mr.  Rawlison  were  present 
and  made  speeches,  and  there  was  a  room  full  of  their  friends 
and  supporters.  Mr.  Sadler,  the  landlord,  was  11  trusted  to 
do  the  thing  well,”  but  his  largest  room  would  hold  only 
about  eighty  people.  These,  however,  maintained  the  alco¬ 
holic  standard  by  consuming  124  bottles  of  wine,  38  bowls 
of  punch,  ale  and  stout,  at  a  cost  of  nearly  £50.  An  account 
of  this  meeting  was  given  by  the  Blues  in  the  following 
“  squib  ”  : — 


Paddy  FitzFourbe’s  Parody  on  "  The  Butterfly’s  Ball.” 

"  Come,  sit  down,  every  mother’s  son  and  rehearse  your  parts  ! 
FitzFourbe,  you  begin  ;  when  you  have  spoken  your  speech  enter 
into  that  Break  and  so  everyone  according  to  his  cue.” 

— Shakespeare. 

“  Midsummer’s  Night  Dream.” 

Act  3,  Scene  1. 

Come,  take  up  your  hat  and  away  let  us  speed 
To  the  sign  of  the  "  Cygnet  ”  to  guzzle  and  feed  ; 

For  the  Chancellor’s  trumpet  has  summoned  the  crew 
And  the  revels  are  now  only  waiting  for  you. 

Not  to  smooth  shaven  grass  by  the  side  of  BROADWOOD, 

Or  beneath  the  blue  oak,  which  for  ages  has  stood  , 

But  the  children  of  Earth  with  their  heads  light  as  air 
To  the  "  Swan  ”  for  an  evening’s  amusement  repair. 


There  Paddy  FitzFourbe  came  so  blind  and  so  black, 
And  he  carried  the  Tailor’s  old  goose  on  his  back  ; 

And  there  was  the  BREWER,  and  SLY  RENARD,  too. 
With  red  and  white  relatives — none  of  them  BLUE. 

And  there  came  the  MUFFS  with  their  plumage  of  down 
From  all  the  "  respectable  ”  parts  of  the  Town, 
Intending  to  flatter  and  prop  up  poor  Pat, 

Who  sat  with  a  face  just  as  long  as  your  hat. 
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And  a  very  fast  WALKER  and  wonderful  man 
Rode  down  to  the  feast  in  a  large  frying  pan, 

And  the  “  Dog  ”  1  and  the  “  Rook,”  2  “  Black  Horse,”  and  the 
“  Swan  ” 

Were  in  very  strong  Fitz —  when  the  meeting  began. 

And  close  on  his  haunches,  so  solemn  and  wise, 

Lord  John  from  a  corner  looked  up  to  the  skies, 

And  the  Landlord,  well  pleased  such  diversion  to  see. 

Sat  cracking  his  small  nuts  and  winking  at  me. 

Then  the  chairman  arose,  dressed  in  SACK  cloth  so  sad, 

(For  his  lost  INN-dependence  had  driven  him  mad) 

Of  his  own  bartered  freedom  no  more  could  he  boast 
So  the  "  Freedom  of  Horsham  ”  he  gave  as  a  Toast. 

Then  out  came  FitzFourbe,  and  with  reasoning  fine 
To  show  his  fine  talent  in  spinning  a  line. 

From  voter  to  voter  his  cobwebs  he  slung 
Then  as  quick  as  an  arrow  he  darted  along. 

But  just  in  the  middle  (Oh  !  shocking  to  tell) 

From  his  rope  in  an  instant  poor  Harlequin  fell  ; 

For,  by  trying  to  wipe  himself  clean  in  their  sight, 

He  only  appeared  a  more  pitiful  plight. 

Then  came  the  fast  WALKER  with  mop  and  with  broom, 

And  jumped  from  the  frying  pan  into  the  room  ; 

He  took  but  three  bottles  !!  was  soon  out  of  sight, 

And  sung  his  own  praises  the  rest  of  the  night. 

Then  the  ROBIN,  whose  powers  were  active  and  strong  ; 

Shook  his  wing  and  his  tail  and  he  warbled  a  song  ; 

But  they  all  laughed  so  loud  that  he  drew  in  his  head, 

And  Paddy  FitzFourbe  went  home  to  his  bed. 

Then  as  the  evening  gave  way  to  the  shadows  of  night 
Their  watchman,  the  young  MOON,  came  out  with  his  light ; 

But  the  light  was  so  feeble  it  shone  like  deadwood 
And  the  poor  drunken  Fellows  got  home  how  they  could. 

Each  side  now  seemed  to  vie  with  the  other  in  giving 
an  alcoholic  swing  to  the  local  political  pendulum,  and  the 
excitement  and  unsteadiness  were  worked  up  to  full  pitch  by 

1“  Dog  and  Bacon”  Inn. 

2  The  Bishopric  was  nicknamed  the  “  Rookery”  and  a  beer-shop  there  was 
named  the  “  Rook.” 
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a  long  succession  of  “  goes  ”  arranged  and  carried  out.  As  the 
candidates  and  other  speakers  proclaimed  their  adherence 
to,  or  detestation  of,  the  various  opposing  proposals  for  the 
alleged  benefit  of  the  Country  (Temperance  Reform  was  not 
yet  a  plank  in  either  party’s  programme),  the  throats  of  the 
free  and  independent  Electors  seemed  to  get  drier  and  to  re¬ 
quire  more  frequent  moistening. 

Having  joined  in  giving  public  meetings,  the  Pinks  did 
their  share  in  keeping  the  ball  rolling  ;  they  followed  up  their 
“  Swan  ”  meeting  by  another,  a  larger  meeting,  arranged  to 
take  place  at  the  “  Richmond  ”  Hotel  on  the  8th  July.  This 
was  an  important  Hotel  where  the  G.P.O.  now  stands  ;  great 
pains  were  taken  to  make  it  a  complete  success  ;  special  orders 
to  that  effect  were  given  to  the  landlord,  Mr.  Salmon  ;  and 
special  waiters  were  engaged  to  deal  with  the  great  thirst 
which  it  was  felt  certain  would  appear,  and  without  the 
satisfying  of  which  the  meeting  could  not  be  a  success.  Mr. 
Fitzgerald,  Mr.  Dickens,  and  Mr.  Padwick  and  their  principal 
supporters  were  present,  and  these  gentlemen  busied  them¬ 
selves  in  cleaning  off  the  slanderous  stuff  that  had  been  flung 
on  them  by  their  opponents,  and  generally  whitewashing  them¬ 
selves  and  one  another.  Here,  as  at  all  other  meetings  no  one 
paid  for  his  refreshments  ;  about  120  altogether  were  present 
and  these,  the  candidate,  his  friends,  supporters,  voters, 
non-voters  and  riff-raff— consumed  200  bottles  of  wine,  40 
bowls  of  punch,  grogs  and  ale  at  a  cost  of  £80. 

Particulars  of  the  “  Shelley  Arms  ”  “  goe  ”  held  on  30th 
June,  were  given  to  the  writer  by  the  late  Mr.  Henry  Burstow, 
who,  with  one  of  his  brothers  and  others  from  the  Bishopric, 
went  down  there  about  8  o’clock  in  the  evening.  The 
“  Shelley  Arms  ”  at  this  time  was  but  a  modest  wayside  Inn, 
with  stabling,  and  outhouses,  and  made  no  show' as  compared 
with  the  elegant  Hostelry  that  now,  under  the  same  name, 
adorns  the  same  spot.  Its  indoor  space  accommodation  was 
limited,  but  its  liquor  supplies  on  this  occasion  were  ample. 
Mr.  Jervis,  Mr.  James,  Mr.  Medwin,  Captain  Thomas  and 
several  voters  had  supper  upstairs.  When  Mr.  Burstow  and  his 
friends  arrived,  the  lower  rooms  were  crowded  with  country 
Wills  and  Horsham  people.  As  it  was  impossible  to  get  in 
at  the  doors  many  of  those  outside,  determined  to  help  make 
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the  meeting  a  success  by  drinking  their  share,  obtained 
ladders,  got  in  at  the  upstairs  windows,  and  swarmed  down 
the  staircase.  The  landlord  and  his  assistants  were  serving  as 
fast  as  possible  ;  excited  and  gratified  voters  and  friends, 
upstairs  and  downstairs,  inside,  and  outside  the  house,  were 
drinking  good  health  to  the  Party  that  was  so  thoughtfully 
and  wisely  looking  after  the  welfare  and  happiness  of  its 
supporters  !!  The  Nuthurst  Band  of  about  nine  players  per¬ 
formed  on  the  green.  As  the  evening  went  on,  the  potent 
influence  of  the  bottle  stripped  many  of  its  devotees  of  their 
artificial  civilisation  and  showed  up  their  natural  qualities  ; 
some  got  merry,  and  shutting  their  eyes  and  throwing  back 
their  heads,  in  that  way  let  forth  in  song  as  only  countrymen 
can.  In  this  happy  recreation  Mr.  Burstow  himself,  locally 
famous  even  at  this  time  for  his  singing,  joined.  Some  turned 
contrary,  and,  refusing  the  grogs  they  had  ordered,  demanded 
lemonade  and  brandy  instead  ;  others  got  quarrelsome,  took 
off  their  jackets  and  rolled  up  their  shirt-sleeves,  ready  to 
fight,  and  fought  ;  worse  than  all,  some  even  got  affectionate, 
and  in  their  maudlin  intoxication  humoured  their  feelings  by 
hugging  one  another.  All  did  honour  to  the  conveners  of 
this  meeting  who,  like  those  at  other  meetings  appeared  to 
think  strong  drink  much  more  important  than  speech.  “  I 
heard  no  speech,”  said  Mr.  Burstow,  “  indeed,  when  I  came 
away  about  u  o’clock  every  one  appeared  speechless  ;  raw 
brandy  was  being  served  round  in  wine  glasses  and  tumblers.” 
Most  of  those  present  were  too  full  to  drink  any  more.  In 
their  attempts  to  do  so  they  spilled  the  liquor  down  their 
waistcoats  thus  succeeding  only  in  getting  it  somewhere  near 
the  region  intended.  “  I  was  at  home  in  bed  and  asleep  by 
half-past  eleven,”  added  Mr.  Burstow,  “  but  in  the  morning 
there  was  evidence  that  the  ‘  Meeting  ’  had  been  kept  up 
all  night ;  for  at  about  6  o’clock  a.m.  I  saw  several  of  the 
townspeople  come  back  up  the  Bishopric,  singly  and  in  twos 
and  threes,  making  for  their  homes,  every  one  of  them  pos¬ 
sessed  of  a  bad  head  and  a  burning  throat,  sure  witnesses  of 
last  night’s  debauch.  Poor  old  Jack  Shaw  was  the  last  man 
up.”  According  to  Mr.  Burstow,  Shaw  was  a  very  careful 
saving  man,  a  regular  churchgoer.  He  had  gone  to  the  meeting 
in  the  sure  and  certain  hope  of  getting  dead  drunk,  free  of 
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expense  to  himself,  and  had  donned  his  suit  of  Sunday  black, 
with  silk  pot  hat  to  match,  as  the  garb  most  appropriate  to 
such  a  condition.  As  he  walked  up  the  Bishopric  alone,  it 
was  plain  his  resurrection  had  taken  place  since  sunrise  ;  he 
was  still  very  much  the  worse  for  liquor  and  doubled  up  in 
pain  ;  his  jacket  and  trousers  were  adorned  with  wisps  of 
straw  indicating  a  few  hours’  oblivion  in  the  stable,  whilst  his 
pot  hat,  now  resembling  a  concertina,  was  bashed  over  his 
head  from  his  eyes  to  the  back  of  his  neck. 

At  the  “  Queen’s  Head  ”  three  of  these  “  goes  ”  were  held 
on  successive  Saturday  nights  and  were  all  specially  advertised 
by  posters.  On  the  first  Saturday  night  Mr.  James  started 
the  merriment  by  ordering  ioo  bowls  of  punch.  The  Inn  was 
packed  with  thirsty  politicians,  and  others  surrounding  the 
place  who  could  not  obtain  admission  had  the  punch  passed 
through  the  windows  to  them. 

Upstairs  Mr.  James  was  entertaining  and  addressing  voters. 
He  sang  the  song  “  The  Old  English  Gentleman,”  and  after¬ 
wards  proposed  the  “  health  of  Mrs.  Whiting  and  the  Ladies 
of  Horsham.”  Mrs.  Whiting,  the  wife  of  a  chimney  sweep  who 
kept  the  “Traveller’s  Rest”  beer-shop  known  as  the  “Tramps” 
lodging  house,  a  little  old  house  (where  the  Bridge  House 
Hotel  now  stands),  was  fetched  over  to  the  “  Queen’s  Head  ” 
to  reply  whilst  other  ladies,  themselves  well  filled,  were  filling 
kettles  and  bottles  with  punch  to  take  home.  Richard  Green, 
Horsham’s  only  professional  police  constable  in  his  evidence 
says,  “  The  place  was  a  complete  scene  of  drunkenness.” 
Indeed  these  meetings  were  made  so  attractive  and  proved  so 
successful  that  they  were  kept  up  till  broad  daylight  on  the 
Sunday  mornings  when  the  blear-eyed  politicians,  a  sorry 
sight  in  the  bright  summer  sunshine,  went  home — fine  ex¬ 
amples  to  their  wives  and  children. 

The  “  Star  ”  “  goe  ”  held  about  the  same  time  was  another 
“  great  success.”  Many  navvies  who  worked  in  the  daytime 
making  the  new  railway  from  Three  Bridges  to  Horsham, 
which  had  then  reached  Roffey,  were  present  and  contributed 
to  the  hilarity  of  the  evening.  Upstairs  an  elegant  supper 
was  being  enjoyed  by  the  Blue  leaders  who  distributed 
gloves  and  handerkerchiefs  to  the  wives  of  voters  present. 
Downstairs,  the  crowd  inside  and  outside,  surrounding  the 
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house,  were  enjoying  grog  which  was  being  served  round  to 
them  in  pails  ladled  out  with  tea  cups.  It  was  effective  grog, 
and  in  due  time  raised  points  upon  which  the  navvies  and  others 
could  not  quite  agree ;  and  upon  which  the  landlord  was 
quite  unable  to  make  a  settlement.  As  the  arguments  de¬ 
veloped,  chairs  were  smashed  and  the  legs  used  as  “  convin¬ 
ces  ”  by  those  engaged,  and  soon  many  of  the  “  convinced  ” 
were  lying  about  the  ground  with  their  minds  made  up  for 
them.  Constable  Green  and  a  railway  Policeman  named 
Barnes,  who  were  present,  interfered  and  attempted  to  quell 
the  disturbances  but  they  were  both  knocked  down  themselves. 
“  I  never  in  my  life  before,”  says  Green,  “  saw  such  a  drunken 
and  riotous  scene.”  This  Donnybrook  Fair  was  kept  up  till 
broad  daylight  and  until  the  house  was  ready  for  the  next 
day’s  business. 

Three  “  big  goes  ”  were  held  at  the  “  Crown.”  Mr. 
Jervis,  Mr.  James,  Mr.  Broadwood,  Jun.,  Mr.  Hurst,  Jun., 
Mr.  Medwin,  Captain  Thomas,  and  other  leaders  were  present 
at  all  or  some  of  them.  The  supper  party  as  usual  was  held 
upstairs  where  voters  and  friends  crowded  the  room.  Down¬ 
stairs  the  house  was  packed  inside  and  besieged  from  outside. 
Wines,  punch,  beer,  and  cigars  were  served  without  limit 
and  without  price.  The  good  things  were  passed  from 
those  inside  through  the  windows  to  those  outside.  Among 
other  toasts  Mr.  James  proposed  “  the  health  of  the  exemplary 
Mrs.  Hall,  wife  of  Richard  Hall,  and  the  ladies  of  Horsham.” 
This  pretty  compliment  suggesting  the  rather  higher  grade 
of  the  ladies  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  “  Crown  ”  as  com¬ 
pared  with  those  of  the  “  Queen’s  Head  ” — and  other  stuff — 
appears  to  have  intoxicated  some  of  the  “  ladies  ”  present 
who  in  the  early  hours  of  the  morning  having  exhausted  their 
vocabulary  of  unprintable  language  were  carried  home  self¬ 
helpless  and  speechless. 

Another  “  Big  goe  ”  was  given  at  the  “  Anchor  ”  on  the 
17th  July,  and  hosts  of  friends  were  ready  again  to  prove  their 
attachment  to  the  cause  when  they  knew  adequate  supplies 
of  refreshments  were  got  in.  Wines,  grogs,  punch,  and 
brandies  were  provided  galore.  “  Cigars  were  handed  round 
like  bull’s  eyes  to  children.”  All  the  leading  Blues  were  again 
present ;  Mr.  Jervis,  Mr.  James,  Mr.  Cockburn,  Mr.  Shelley, 
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Mr.  Hurst,  Mr.  Ashdowne,  and  Messrs.  Broadwood,  who  pros 
posed  and  drank  one  another’s  healths.  Mr.  James  ordered 
the  waiters  not  to  let  the  punch  bowls  remain  empty  but  to 
fill  them  again  quickly.  The  band  played  outside  and  in¬ 
side,  whilst  Mr.  James  and  Mr.  Cockburn  delivered  their 
forensic  vituperation  upon  Mr.  Fitzgerald  and  Mr.  Padwick. 
Fitzgerald  was  an  Irishman  !  worse,  he  was  an  Irish  landlord, 
who  ought  to  be  in  his  own  country  spending  his  money 
among  his  own  poor  in  alleviation  of  their  distress,  then 
very  acute,  instead  of  indulging  in  luxury  at  Horsham  by  at¬ 
tempting  to  buy  its  seat  in  Parliament !!  He  had  no  political 
conviction  or  stamina  !!!  He  would  not  accept  the  Blue 
challenge  to  a  political  debate  !!  He  was  afraid  to  meet  the 
public  !!  and — he  had  locked  up  the  table  beer  at  Holbrook  !!! 
As  for  Padwick,  what  right  had  he  to  deal  with  the  important 
Borough  of  Horsham  as  if  it  were  his  own  !  This  hawking 
of  the  seat  about,  first  to  one  and  then  the  other,  and  then 
finally  selling  it  like  mere  goods  and  chattels,  was  reducing  the 
Borough  to  a  condition  worse  than  that  of  Gatton  and  Old 
Sarum.  Mr.  Jervis  was  prepared  to  rescue  the  Borough  of 
Horsham  from  the  most  disgraceful  thraldom  that  had  ever 
involved  a  Constituency  ;  a  thraldom  at  which  Gatton  and 
Sarum  would  blush.  These  eminent  Counsel  finished  their 
work  of  blackening  the  characters  of  Fitzgerald  and  Padwick 
about  10.30  p.m.,  but  after  their  departure  the  process  was 
continued  with  gusto  by  those  who  remained  ;  surely  no  such 
a  pair  of  scoundrels  as  Fitzgerald  and  Padwick  had  ever  before 
appeared  !!!!  Richard  Green,  the  constable,  thought  it  his 
duty  about  midnight  to  enquire  into  the  proceedings  ;  he 
therefore  went  inside  for  that  purpose.  He  was  met  by 
the  landlord  and  the  redoubtable  Captain  Thomas.  The 
landlord  told  him  he  was  not  wanted,  and  that  if- he  should 
be  wanted,  he  would  be  sent  for.  The  Captain  fired  a  volley 
of  unmentionable  compliments  and  ordered  him  off  the  place 
instanter.  The  constable  stood  on  his  rights  and  declined 
to  go.  There  was  a  short  sharp  tussle,  just  to  the  taste  of 
the  Captain  but  rather  lowering  to  the  dignity  of  the  repre¬ 
sentative  of  law  and  order,  who  before  the  dust  had  time  to 
settle  found  himself  sitting  in  the  roadway  of  the  Market 
Square.  The  meeting  was  kept  up  till  4.30  a.m.  the  next 
morning. 
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A  further  lesson  in  the  political  Rake’s  progress  was 
learned  by  a  few  of  the  Electorate  and  their  friends  at  the 
“  Black  Jack  ”  (“  Hurst  Arms  ”).  Nothing  was  done  or 
attempted  to  be  done  to  enlighten  or  instruct  those  present. 
The  Pink  candidate  did  not  attend.  Mr.  Rawlison,  the  Pink 
agent,  looked  in  during  the  evening,  but  no  speech  nor  address 
of  any  kind  was  given  ;  the  intellect  was  entirely  disregarded  ; 
only  the  throat  and  lips  were  catered  for  ;  drinking  and  smok¬ 
ing  alone  occupied  the  attention  of  the  thirty  or  forty  free  and 
independent  voters  and  spongers  who  simply  sat  round  and 
devoured  the  handsome  supply  of  wines,  spirits,  and  cigars, 
provided  for  them  at  a  cost  of  nearly  £70.  Were  it  not  for 
the  precious  regard  paid  to  the  possession  of  the  vote,  one 
might  be  justified  in  supposing  this  to  have  been  an  ironic 
attempt  to  find  out  whether  or  no  these  gentlemen  would 
deliberately  choke  themselves  in  their  supposed  political 
ardour,  but  any  such  conclusion  would  be  erroneous  ;  not 
only  was  it  hoped  by  each  candidate  that  none  of  his  voters 
would  choke  himself,  at  least  until  after  polling  day,  but  many 
Horshamites  at  this  time  could  defy  any  attempt  to  plumb 
the  depths  of  their  drinking  capacity  or  to  deprive  them  of 
their  pride  in  it. 

The  “  Hen  and  Chicken  ”  “  goe,”  of  which  Mr.  Burstow 
also  gave  us  particulars,  was  somewhat  different  in  style  ;  it 
was  a  small  semi-private  affair,  more  in  the  nature  of  a  dinner 
party.  A  very  substantial  meal  of  roast  and  boiled  beef  and 
mutton,  pastry,  pies,  and  plum  puddings  was  spread  out  ; 
everything  of  the  best ;  every  one  had  his  fill,  and,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  fact  that  the  “  Hen  and  Chicken  ”  was  a  beer 
house  only  and  spirits  were  not  supposed  to  be  served  there, 
and  that  the  whole  business  was  over  between  11  and  12 
o’clock,  there  was  not  a  man  present  who  so  far  forgot  himself 
as  to  go  home  sober. 

A  room  in  the  house  next  to  the  “  Anchor  ”  was  kept 
as  a  special  refreshment  house  for  Blue  workers,  voters,  and 
friends.  Here  could  be  enjoyed  at  any  time  for  several  weeks 
preceding  the  Election  pickled  salmon,  ducks,  chicken,  ham 
and  tongue,  wines  and  spirits,  in  fact  anything  that  was  pro¬ 
curable.  It  was  kept  open  night  and  day. 

Every  public-house  and  beer-shop  did  its  best,  not  only  at 
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these  goes  but  at  all  other  times,  to  keep  the  town  pro¬ 
perly  moist  during  the  hot  weather.  We  have  been  able 
to  get  some  figures  showing  something  of  the  cost  of  the 
publicans  diligence  in  plying  their  trade.  The  figures  given 
are  the  amounts  owing  respectively  at  the  close  of  the  poll  ; 
what,  if  any,  amounts  had  been  paid  before  those  mentioned 
below  were  incurred  we  have  not  found  : — 

John  Naldrett,  “  King’s  Head  ”  £800  1 

Frederick  Blackiston,  “  Crown  ”  .  .  .  .  790 

Edward  Lee,  “  Anchor  ”  .  .  .  .  .  618 

Augustus  Montgomery  Blackiston  “  Queen’s  Head  ”  .  600 

All  the  other  public-houses  had  accounts,  graduated  ac¬ 
cording  to  their  importance  from  the  “  Black  Horse,”  “  Rich¬ 
mond,”  “  Swan,”  “  Dog  and  Bacon,”  down  to  the  little  beer- 
shop  on  the  extreme  northern  boundary  of  the  Parish,  and 
nicknamed  the  “  Cold  and  Dirty,”  whose  bill,  the  voters  and 
other  drinkers  being  few  in  that  neighbourhood,  was  com¬ 
paratively  insignificant. 

It  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  most  of  the  male  population 
of  Horsham  were  frequently  drunk,  many  were  continually 
drunk,  and  some  were  continuously  drunk,  for  the  whole 
six  weeks  preceding  Election  day  ;  women,  too,  were  fre¬ 
quently  “  up  the  pole  ”  with  the  men,  and  even  some  of  the 
boys  attending  Collyer’s  School  went  to  their  lessons  in  a 
state  of  intoxication.  “  The  Town  was  kept  in  a  perpetual 
whirl  of  excitement  and  electors  and  non-electors  were  del¬ 
uged  with  drink.”  2 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  a  handbill  that  was  distributed 
round  the  Town  : — 


1  The  amount  of  the  “  King’s  Head  ”  bill  is  stated  in  the  evidence  given  before 
the  House  of  Commons’  Committee  to  have  been  £400,  but  we  were  assured 
by  Mr.  Reading,  the  landlord  of  the  “  Punch  Bowl”  in  1847  and  coachman 
and  domestic  factotum  to  Mr.  Padwick,  that  he  knew  certainly  the  amount 
was  over  £ 8°° .  The  other  amounts  given  are  as  we  found  them  stated  in  evi¬ 
dence.  Perhaps  they  might  also  be  doubled.  In  the  “  Brighton  Guardian” 
of  the  5  th  July  1848,  “  Vindex”  challenges  the  Blues  to  inform  the  public  how 
many  innkeepers  of  Horsham  had  each  a  Bill  of  over  .£1000  against  Mr.  Jervis 
and  what  was  the  aggregate  amount  of  the  Bills  of  the  other  public-houses  and 
beer-shops  open  by  the  Blues.  The  challenge  was  not  taken  up. 

2“  Brighton  Gazette,”  6th  July  1848. 
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To  the  Electors 
of  THE 

Borough  of  Horsham. 

Poor  Horsham’s  streets,  by  custom  quiet. 

Are  scenes  of  daily,  nightly  riot, 

The  shallow  brains  of  Horsham  wits 
Seem  dazed  by  Jervis  and  by  Fitz. 

And  these,  forsooth,  pretend  to  feel 
Most  warmly  for  the  public  weal ; 

Whose  money,  spent  on  punch  and  wine. 

Would  fairly  grace  a  Bacchus  shrine. 

Is  this  the  age  of  Reason,  Freedom,  Sense  ? 

And  is  Morality  a  vain  pretence  ? 

Will  wine,  that  makes  immortal  man  a  brute. 

Your  opponents’  errors  or  his  zeal  refute  ? 

Will  lying,  bribery  aid  you  to  obtain 
A  representative  without  a  stain  ? 

And  must  God’s  laws  be  rudely  trampled  down 
That  this  may  be  an  independent  Town  ? 

Impudent  Blasphemy  !  Oh  !  read  the  doom 
Of  those  who  evil  do  that  good  may  come. 

Blush  while  you  can,  whilst  scenes  before  you  rise. 

To  steep  in  tears  a  genuine  Patriot’s  eyes. 

Give  your  vote  freely,  calmly,  or  withhold, 

And  never  sell  your  consciences  for  gold. 

Prove  yourselves  free,  or  you  will  feel  the  rod  ; 

An  honest  man’s  the  noblest  work  of  God. 

Horsham,  gth  July,  1847. 

It  must  be  admitted  that  the  destinies  of  the  Country 
were  keeping  very  lively,  nay  profligate,  company  at  Horsham  ; 
and  it  is  not  to  be  wondered  at,  that  the  lavish  and  unpre¬ 
cedented  supply  of  liquor,  with  its  consequent  drunkenness 
and  general  demoralisation,  caused  a  scandal  and  complaint 
in  the  Town  ;  especially  among  the  tradesmen  who  had  had 
every  opportunity  of  sharing  in  the  lubrications,  but  not  in 
the  profits,  of  the  campaign.  Above  the  extraordinary  ex¬ 
citement  and  hubbub  of  the  time,  their  complaint  was  heard, 
and  soon  their  indignation  was  appeased  by  the  happy  dis¬ 
covery  that  a  supply  of  the  particular  goods  they  dealt  in 
was  also  conducive  to  the  greatness  of  the  Country.  It  became 
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no  uncommon  thing  for  a  man  or  woman  walking  down  the 
street  to  have  a  joint  of  meat  thrust  into  his  or  her  basket  ; 
to  inquire  the  price  was  to  waste  words  ;  the  smiling  butcher 
knew  whence  to  expect  payment.  He  was  satisfied  with 
supplying  his  wares  upon  the  same  terms,  if  not  in  the  same 
quantities,  as  the  publicans.  Country  Wills  would  come  into 
the  town  with  their  empty  baskets  and  go  home  well  loaded. 
If  a  man  lost  his  hat  or  had  it  bashed  over  his  eyes,  as  was 
very  likely  through  his  being  the  wrong  colour  to  suit  the 
taste  of  some  one  or  other,  he  would  go  and  get  a  new  one 
without  paying  for  it.  Traps  were  hired  to  go  out  to  the 
country,  people  were  fetched  in,  plied  with  drink,  furnished 
with  eatables,  and  then  sent  home  again.  We  have  heard  some 
talk  of  the  “  hungry  Forties  ;  ”  no  one  at  Horsham  need  have 
gone  hungry,  or  thirsty  either,  at  this  particular  period  of  the 
Forties.  We  have  been  told  of  individuals  who  for  the  six 
weeks  preceding  the  Election  never  paid  for  a  meal  they  ate, 
and  until  the  end  of  that  time  never  emerged  from  a  state  of 
drunkenness  ;  trade  of  all  kinds  in  fact  received  a  prodigious 
stimulus  and  improved  as  day  after  day  went  by.  The  Blues 
alone  spent  £350  in  ribbons.  Boys  could  go  into  the  drapers’ 
shops  and  get  supplies  of  ribbons  with  which  to  sport  their 
fathers’  colour,  or  supposed  colour  ;  whilst  other  boys,  whose 
fathers  were  of  the  other  colour,  would  wait  outside,  ready  to 
snatch  them  away  and  destroy  them.  In  the  busy  time  of 
supplying  the  newly-discovered  needs  of  the  electorate,  the 
wants  of  the  candidates  themselves  were  neither  forgotten 
nor  neglected.  A  local  newspaper  proprietor  was  of  opinion 
that  the  address  of  one  of  the  candidates  ought  to  be  published 
in  his  paper.  For  two  insertions  of  this  address  of  twenty  lines, 
and  300  copies  of  the  paper  at  id.  each,  the  sum  of  £14 
was  paid.  Besides  livestock,  cattle  and  horses,  it  was  also 
found  that  land  and  house  property  with  electoral  considera¬ 
tions  attached  to  them  were  desired  by  the  candidates.  In 
a  letter  dated  13th  June  1847,  Sir  John  Jervis  writes  to  an 
agent  at  Horsham  :  “My  dear  Sir,— I  understand  from  Mr. 
James  you  have  instructions  from  Mr.  B.  to  sell  his  houses 
in  Horsham,  including  Mr.  Rich’s  the  upholsterer’s,  for 
£1,000.  If  this  is  so,  I  authorise  you  at  once  to  buy  them  for 
me.  The  money  shall  be  paid  when  and  how  Mr.  B.  desires, 
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but  the  sooner  the  better.  It  will  be  desirable  at  once  to  set 
about  the  repairing  of  the  two  empty  houses  and  to  inform 
Mr.  Rich  that  I  am  his  landlord  ”  (italics  ours).  It  is  very 
interesting  to  note  that  subsequently  Sir  John  found  that 
through  a  misunderstanding,  which  electioneering  exigencies 
disposed  him  not  to  probe  too  deeply,  he  had  got  the  two 
empty  houses  only  for  his  £i,000,  and  that  Rich,  therefore 
untouched  by  the  sting  in  the  tail  of  Sir  John’s  letter,  voted 
Pink.1  These  sales  provided  a  very  substantial  addition  to 
the  amount  of  cash  circulated  in  drink,  in  trade,  and,  it  will 
now  be  seen,  in  bribes. 


The  reader  will  have  felt  sure  that  the  treating  we  have 
attempted  to  describe  could  not  have  had  such  an  innings 
without  the  company  of  its  twin  electioneering  vice,  bribery  ; 
and  will  be  prepared  for  testimony  showing  that  enterprise, 
extent,  and  success  in  this  latter  branch  of  corruption  were 
quite  equal  to  those  in  the  former. 

Gold,  in  fact,  floated  on  the  liquor  all  the  way  to  the  poll 
in  an  amazing  manner  ;  with,  however,  this  difference  in 
distribution,  that  whereas  the  liquor  flowed  everywhere 
without  stint  and  without  discrimination,  the  gold  was  strained 
off  by  the  Register  of  electors  and,  except  by  accident,  reached 
only  those  individuals  who  possessed  votes.  Under  the  fos¬ 
tering  care  of  those  responsible  for  running  the  Election,  these 
votes  developed  into  valuable  stakes  in  the  country  ;  and  when 
the  active  spirits  on  both  sides  got  well  to  work  in  the  interests 
of  their  respective  candidates  ;  when  canvassing  was  pursued 
upon  terms  of  cash  bargaining  ;  when  the  free  'and  independent 
ones  realised  that  their  votes  were  sound  commercial  and 
negotiable  commodities,  and  that  good  round  sums  of  money 
would  be  paid  for  promises  of  them,  and  actually  saw  oppor¬ 
tunities  of  personal  enrichment ;  then  it  was  that  National 
questions  and  the  question  of  the  Independence  of  the  Borough 
got  lost  in  their^perspective  and  became  negligible  as  deter¬ 
mining  factors  in  the  issue  of  the  Election.  Wine,  grog,  and 

1  By  the  courtesy  of  the  present  owners  of  this  property  we  have  seen  the 
deed  of  conveyance  to  Sir  John  Jervis,  which  was  not  executed  till  December 
1847. 
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brandy  obscured  thought ;  the  lavish  supply  of  cigars  seemed 
to  indicate  the  ending  in  smoke  of  all  serious  argument  and 
discussion  ;  whilst  greed  easily  outweighed  political  considera¬ 
tions,  and  for  its  satisfaction  the  pockets  of  the  candidates — 
both  of  whom  with  their  friends  had  now  plunged  into  the 
most  riotous  extravagance — were  rifled  to  an  incredible  extent. 

Bribery  commenced  in  small  retail  sums  of  £l,  £2,  £4  ; 
but  it  stayed  not  long  in  this  modest  state.  As  if  in  emulation 
of  its  twin  vice,  it  jumped  into  the  wholesale  line  from  £5  to 
£20  ;  more  important  individual  cases  were  treated  on  their 
“  merits  !  ”  If  it  were  known  that  £20  would  not  buy  any 
particular  vote  then  £30,  £35,  to  £50  would  be  offered.  We 
have  been  told,  and  it  was  stated  in  evidence,  that  Mr.  James 
sat  in  a  private  room  at  the  “  Crown  ”  with  bags  of  gold  pur¬ 
posely  displayed  to  tempt  voters.  And  he  gave  out  that, 
though  the  Attorney-General  would  not  be  imposed  upon, 
he  did  not  mind  giving  £20  or  £30  for  a  vote  and  that  he  would 
compensate  any  one  who  lost  anything  by  voting  Blue  at  this 
Election.  The  position  and  power  of  the  Attorney-General 
as  an  eminent  one  for  the  distribution  of  official  favours  was 
also  looked  to  by  several  with  an  eye  to  business  ;  for  it  must 
not  be  forgotten  that,  though  the  Reform  Act  of  1832  did 
away  with  the  private  political  ownership  of  Borough  Con¬ 
stituencies,  the  distribution  of  Government  offices  by  Members 
of  Parliament  survived  until  about  1853  when  the  public 
competition  system  of  civil  service  examination  was  intro¬ 
duced.  Sir  John  was  an  excellent  promiser ;  this  person 
obtained  the  promise  of  a  postmastership  ;  that  one,  a 
position  in  the  Excise,  and  so  on  ;  and  a  good  many  careful 
and  well-to-do  people  at  Horsham  afterwards,  if  they  wished 
to  trace  their  success  to  its  origin,  had  to  look  back  to  the 
’47  Election.  We  have  before  us  one  of  the  agents’  list  of 
bribes.  It  consists  of  three  pages  of  foolscap  of  which  we 
give  the  middle  page  only  : 


June  24th.  G.  C.  .  •  •  •  £2 

W.  K . £40 

W.  M.  .  •  --  •  £20 

F.  F.  on  I.O. U.  -  •  £6 

G.  E . £l 
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G.  F.  . 

. 

•  £20 

A.  B.  . 

. 

•  £lO 

J.  M.  on 

I.O.U.  . 

•  £lO 

G.  A.  „ 

1) 

•  £ 30 

E.  L.  „ 

11 

•  £5 

J.  C.  „ 

11 

.  £20 

G.  C.  „ 

11 

■  £20 

J.G.  . 

•  £20 

G.  A.  . 

•  £4 

C. 

•  £1 

G.  P. 

■  l 

A.  B.  . 

.  £ 10 

H.  L.  . 

•  £10 

G.  C.  . 

•  £30  n 

R.  L.  . 

•  £i 

R.  C.  . 

•  17 

J.G.  . 

•  £12 

W.  M.  . 

•  £5 

E.  F.  . 

•  £5 

j.  R.  . 

•  £2  10 

C.  A.  . 

•  £10 

C.  A.  . 

•  £12  10 

T.J.  . 

•  £20 

G.  A.  . 

•  £10 

G.  E.  . 

•  £1 

C.  F.  . 

. 

•  £4  15 

One  Richard  Howes,  a  Blue,  was  given  a  sum  of  £300  for 
distribution  among  voters.  He  said  afterwards,  in  speaking 
of  the  business,  that  he  had  much  better  have  bribed  himself 
with  the  whole  amount,  instead  of  others,  and  taken  a  holiday 
with  the  money. 

Many  in  return  for  their  bribes  had  given  “  as  a  mere 
formality  ”  I.O.U.’s  to  the  bribers  for  the  amounts  received 
in  order  to  lend  the  transaction  an  innocent  appearance  ;  but 
the  giving  of  these  “  formalities  ”  added  a  new  danger  to 
the  criminal  risk  involved,  and  in  some  cases,  where  the  docu¬ 
ments  got  into  the  hands  of  unscrupulous  agents,  provided 
sequels  unpleasant  to  the  bribees  but  very  comical  to  the 
observer.  In  one  case  a  publican,  having  sold  his  vote  for 
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£ 20  and  given  the  “  merely  formal  ”  I.O.U.  in  return,  was 
waited  on  when  the  Election  was  over  by  the  individual  who 
held  it  and  who  demanded  the  return  of  the  money  ;  this  was 
of  course  refused  by  the  unhappy  signatory,  but  he  was  com¬ 
pelled  by  threats  of  proceedings  to  disgorge  to  the  last  farthing. 
It  was  useless  to  refuse.  These  I.O.U.’s  were  subsequently 
tested  in  the  County  Court,1  and  against  the  plea  that  they 
were  obtained  by  false  pretences,  an  acknowledgment  of  the 
signature  by  the  defendant  at  once  provided  a  verdict  for  the 
claimant.  In  another  case  a  butcher,  who  likewise  had  given 
the  “  formality  ”  in  return  for  his  bribe,  expecting  to  hear  no 
more  about  it,  was  made  to  supply  in  joints  of  meat  value  to 
the  full  amount,  by  the  individual  holding  the  I.O.U.  who 
possessed  more  appetite  than  conscience.  Other  receivers 
of  bribes  exercised  caution  and  would  give  the  dangerous 
document  only  to  gentlemen  in  whom  they  felt  confidence  ; 
others  still  more  cautious  insisted  on  seeing  it  burnt  directly 
they  had  voted. 

We  have  before  us  some  of  these  unredeemed  dangerous 
documents  : — 

1847  June  14th.  Cash  advanced  to  C.  R.  .  £ 30  o  o 

,,  ,,  Borrowed  by  C.  G.  .  .  600 

,,  ,,  Mr.  Padwick  has  lent  me  £40 

M.  W . 40  o  o 

,,  ,,  On  demand  I  promise  to  pay 

fifteen  pounds  value  received 

J.  H . 15  o  o 

„  On  demand  I  promise  to  pay 

twenty  pounds  W.  H.  .  20  o  o 

A  certain  tradesman,  Matthew  Albery,  one  of  the  notorious 
ring  in  1841  Election,  now  working  on  the  Pink  side,  was 
served  with  a  writ  of  debt  for  £36,  which  amount  his  creditor, 
Mr.  Spratley,  knowing  his  debtor  by  no  means  felt  sure  of 
getting,  but  that  which  was  hopeless  if  left  to  the  machinery 
of  the  law  was  easily  accomplished  by  the  lawless  machinery 
of  this  Election.  “  I  hear  you  have  a  writ  against  you  for 
£36,  Mr.  A.”  said  a  Blue  agent.  “  Yes,  but  I  am  working  on 
the  Pink  side,”  replied  the  other.  “  Well  I  suppose  you  would 

i£.g. ,  Agate  v.  Stepney  claim,  £  14.  8th  September  1849. 
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like  to  have  the  business  settled,”  pursued  the  agent;  11  if 
you  can  use  your  position  with  regard  to  Mr.  Spratley  and 
get  him  to  vote  Blue  you  shall  hear  no  more  of  the  writ.” 
Spratley,  who  was  glad  of  the  payment  of  so  doubtful  a  debt, 
voted  Blue  and  the  writ  was  never  put  into  execution. 

By  far  the  most  notorious  individual  that  took  a  hand  in 
this  Election  was  one  Charles  Feist :  “  a  native  of  Horsham, 
he  was  a  shoemaker  by  trade,  but  getting  attached  to  a  lawyer’s 
office  and  acting  as  bumbailiff  he  soon  picked  up  enough 
knowledge  of  law  to  make  it  useful  to  himself  and  extremely 
unpleasant  to  others  and  so  became  known  as  ‘  Lawyer  Feist.’ 
He  was  a  big  man  with  a  red  face,  loud  voice,  hard  heart, 
determined  manner  and  unscrupulous  character  ”.x  He  was 
also  known  as  “  Greenacre  ”  (so  nicknamed  after  a  notorious 
murderer  of  that  time),  for  having  caused  the  death  of  a  poor 
woman  of  whose  humble  cottage  he,  as  bailiff,  was  put  in 
possession.  At  every  contested  Election  since  the  Reform 
Act  he  had  taken  an  active  and  prominent  part.  In  1832  and 
1835  he  was  on  the  Blue  side.  In  1837  and  1841  he  was  a 
Pink.  At  the  commencement  of  the  1847  campaign  he  had 
no  preference  for  either  party  ;  but  he  weighed  up  and  com¬ 
pared  the  prospective  benefits  to  be  obtained  from  each  party, 
and  concluding  that  the  Attorney-General  in  his  eminent 
position  would  be  more  able  and  more  likely  to  reward  his 
services  adequately  than  would  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  he  engaged 
with  Mr.  Medwin  with  whom  he  had  served  in  the  1 837  Election, 
he  changed  like  him  from  Pink  to  Blue  and  started  business 
on  the  Blue  side  by  obtaining  £40  in  cash  from  that  gentleman. 
Soon  afterwards  he  had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Padwick,  who 
was  his  landlord’s  agent  relative  to  the  termination  of  his 
tenancy  of  his  house.  In  addition  to  the  burden  of  arrears 
of  rent  for  this  property  to  the  sum  of  £42  10s.,  Mr.  Feist 
carried  a  grudge  against  Mr.  Padwick,  who,  he  alleged,  had 
defrauded  him  out  of  the  possession  of  a  new  cart,  value  £ig, 
on  which  as  security  Mr.  Padwick  had  advanced  £10.  Mr. 
Padwick  took  a  different  view  of  the  transaction  which  he 
had  quite  overlooked  in  the  immense  financial  advances  he 
was  now  making  to  much  bigger  folk.  At  this  interview 
Mr.  Padwick,  not  knowing  of  Mr.  Feist’s  engagement  with 

1  “  Reminiscences  of  Horsham,”  p.  53. 
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the  Blues,  but  remembering  and  appreciating  his  well-paid 
usefulness  at  past  Elections,  offered  him  an  engagement  to 
work  for  the  Pink  party.  The  prospect  of  getting  his  arrears 
of  rent  wiped  off,  of  handling  Pink  as  well  as  Blue  money, 
and  at  the  same  time  of  being  revenged  on  Mr.  Padwick, 
were  very  gratifying  to  Mr.  Feist,  who,  not  forgetting  his  al¬ 
ready  pledged  vote  and  services  to  the  Blue  party,  resolved 
to  play  a  double  game  and  immediately  and  effusively  ac¬ 
cepted  the  offer  and  pledged  his  vote  and  services  to  the 
Pink  party.  But  Mr.  Feist  provided  a  remarkable  interlude 
between  the  commencement  and  resumption  of  his  double 
duties.  Charged  like  so  many  of  that  day,  and  this,  with  the 
determination  to  get  money  somehow  or  other,  but  lacking 
that  integrity  and  skill  that  alone  can  honourably  supply  it, 
he,  at  this  time,  when  the  railway-making  enterprise  was  at 
full  boom  in  England,  undertook  at  the  end  of  May  in  partner¬ 
ship  with  another,  to  make  a  cutting  through  a  stiff  hill 
between  Stamford  and  Rugby  (a  piece  of  business  for  which 
he  possessed  no  qualification  whatever  except  impudence) 
at  a  price  which,  instead  of  making  him  a  small  fortune,  as 
he  had  hoped,  would  not  allow  him  to  escape  the  meshes  of 
the  Bankruptcy  Court.  This  miserable  failure  and  dis¬ 
appointment  could  not  be  expected  to  produce  in  him  any¬ 
thing  like  that  kind  of  conscience  that  was  now  necessary 
to  redeem  the  town  of  Horsham  and  re-instate  it  on  a  level 
of  even  moderate  respectability.  On  the  contrary ;  the 
feeling  that  he  had  been,  as  he  alleged,  “  let  in  by  a  sharper  ” 
at  Rugby  ;  of  resentment  against  Mr.  Padwick  ;  his  election¬ 
eering  stock  in  trade,  experiences  in  spying,  night  watching, 
preparing  lists  of  voters,  and  in  discharging  those  numerous 
and  delicate  duties  that  are  not  supposed  to  come  within  range 
of  public  observation— duties  that  no  respectable  person  could 
undertake — the  advanced  state  of  corruption  into  which  the 
astute  and  cynical  professional  politicians  had  already  misled 
the  Borough  ;  these  gave  Feist  upon  his  return  at  the  end  of 
June  just  the  conditions  suitable  for  forcing  the  pace  along 
the  crooked  and  slippery  paths  which  the  people  of  Horsham 
were  now  treading.  Upon  his  introduction  as  a  supporter 
to  Mr.  Fitzgerald  he  gave  that  gentleman,  with  great  pleasure 
mixed  with  much  self  praise,  some  excellent  advice  as  to  the 
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conduct  of  the  campaign  and  best  wishes  for  his  success.  He 
obtained  from  Mr.  Padwick  a  receipt  in  full  for  the  £42  10s. 
his  arrears  of  rent,  “  without,”  as  he  said,  “  paying  a  half¬ 
penny,”  and  sums  of  money  in  cash  ;  £5  of  this  money  he 
made  the  instrument  of  deferred  revenge,  for  he  took  them  to 
Mr.  Dewdney  Stedman,  agent  to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk,  whose 
influence  was  given  to  the  Blue  side,  and  by  him  they  were 
carefully  marked  in  Feist’s  presence  and  put  away  for  a  future 
occasion.  Ostentatiously  displaying  his  Pink  colour  and  pro¬ 
claiming  his  Pink  partisanship  Mr.  Feist  continued  apparently 
to  serve  the  Pink  party  with  diligence  and  fidelity,  getting  on 
terms  of  familiarity  with  the  candidate,  his  agents  and  prin¬ 
cipal  supporters  ;  accepting  their  hospitality  and  doing  their 
work.  Their  satisfaction  in  all  he  did  was  undimmed  by  sus¬ 
picion.  At  one  period  he  was  laid  up  several  days  with  a 
bad  cold,  but  he  boasted  to  the  Pinks,  who  visited  him  with 
wine  and  delicacies  to  help  his  recovery,  that  he  could  do  more 
lying  abed  than  five  or  six  other  people  could  by  getting  about. 
At  night  time  he  was  “  at  home  ”  only  to  the  Blues,  to  whom 
he  gave  the  information  he  had  obtained  from  the  Pinks.  He 
got  on  the  tracks  of  the  free  and  independent  voters,  convey¬ 
ing  drink  and  bribes  to  them.  He  arranged  fictitious  I.O.U.’s 
and  other  doubtful  transactions.  Active  night  and  day, 
whilst  secretly  serving  the  Blues,  he  appeared,  next  to  Mr. 
Fitzgerald  and  Mr.  Padwick,  to  be  one  of  the  most  prominent 
and  enthusiastic  workers  on  the  Pink  side. 


The  canvass  of  the  Borough,  though  it  contained  but  341 
voters,  was  a  long  and  protracted  job,  commencing  at  the  end 
of  March  and  not  finishing  until  polling  day.  There  were 
still  a  great  many  who  were  afraid  to  vote  against  their  land¬ 
lords.  Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  who  owned  a  considerable  amount 
of  land  at  Horsham,  in  answer  to  a  request  to  use  his  influence 
on  his  tenants,  answered  that  he  never  interfered  with  their 
voting.  Mr.  Nelthorpe,  the  owner  of  Sedgwick  Estate,  who 
had  been  canvassed  by  Mr.  Fitzgerald  as  a  Protectionist 
promised  him  his  support,  but  not  finding  him  standing 
firmly  enough  on  this  cause  he  told  his  tenants  they  might 
vote  as  they  pleased.  But  to  other  landlords  and  their  friends 
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the  Election  afforded  the  delight  of  exercising  a  feudal  des¬ 
potism. 

“  Dear  Fitzgerald,”  writes  one  of  these,  “  I  have  just 
seen  Dewdney  and  desired  him  to  inform  the  tenants 
that  their  landlord  had  left  his  orders  with  us  and  to 
make  the  matter  more  decisive  my  brother  Charles 
who  will  see  Mr.  Tredcroft  tomorrow  intends  advising 
him  to  write  a  letter  to  that  effect  which  Daniel  can 
show  to  all  the  Tenants  making  the  thing  safe.  He  has 
sent  a  message  to  his  own  men  who  of  course  will  be 
all  right.  I  hope  you  have  had  more  satisfactory  re¬ 
ports  of  the  rebellious  electors  who  I  am  afraid  are  a 
nasty  set  of  people  to  deal  with.” 

On  the  other  hand  Mr.  Fitzgerald  himself  complains  : — - 

“  I  hear,”  he  writes,  “  that  R - the  butcher  is  shaky  ” 

(as  to  his  vote)  “  on  the  ground  of  my  daring  to  kill  and 
eat  some  of  my  own  sheep  from  my  farms  !  If  this 
is  the  way  for  the  future  I  shall  have  a  fine  life  of  it.” 

“  I  should  be  glad  to  hear,”  writes  one  of  the  agents, 
“  that  Sir  Percy  Shelley  would  give  his  tenants  permission 
to  vote  as  they  please.” 

Some  tenants,  having  given  their  promises  to  Mr.  Padwick, 
the  collector  of  their  rents,  withdrew  them  when  they  found 
he  had  gone  against  their  landlord  Mr.  Hurst.  Others  who 
had  promised  to  vote  for  Mr.  Fitzgerald  because  their  land¬ 
lord,  Mr.  Broadwood,  who  was  then  overseas,  had  always  been 
Pink,  withdrew  their  promises  when,  upon  his  return,  he  turned 
Blue,  and  turned  Blue  with  him.  Jeremiah  Collett,  a  baker, 
was  canvassed  personally  by  Mr.  Fitzgerald  and  Mr.  Padwick. 
He  answered  he  could  not  promise  his  vote  yet  as  he  did 
not  know  who  his  landlord  was  for.  They  replied  he  might 
promise  them,  as  his  landlord,  Mr.  Shelley,  was  on  their  side. 
Mr.  Shelley,  however,  went  Blue  and  so  Jeremiah  Collett 
voted  Blue.’  One  Richard  Walder,  a  religious  man,  in  the 
perplexity  of  being  canvassed  by  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  who  was  then 
willing  to  purchase  some  property  in  which  he  (Walder)  was 
concerned  as  vendor,  and  of  being  bound  to  study  his  land¬ 
lord’s  wish  for  him  to  vote  for  Mr.  Jervis,  had  a  “  vision  ”  in 
which  he  was  ordered  to  vote  Blue.  An  account  of  this 
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vision  he  wrote  out  on  paper  and  took  it  down  to  the  Vicar, 
Mr.  Hodgson,  a  staunch  Pink,  in  order  presumably  to  get  it 
properly  authenticated,  so  as  not  to  jeopardise  the  sale  of 
his  property  to  Mr.  Fitzgerald.  He  voted  in  accordance  with 
his  “  vision.”  These  voters  were  all  small  farmers  and  trades¬ 
men  whom  a  bribe  of  any  sum  of  money  up  to  £lOO  would 
not  compensate  for  ejection  from  their  tenements.  For  this 
reason,  as  well  perhaps  as  for  other  reasons,  they  were  con¬ 
sidered  “  safe  ”  for  one  side  or  the  other.  With  these  “  safe  ” 
ones  were  others,  people  whose  more  fortunate  circumstances 
or  higher  principles  placed  them  above  the  temptations  of 
free  liquor  and  dirty  money.  Altogether,  however,  these 
two  classes  formed  but  a  minority  of  the  voters.  On  account 
of  the  majority,  the  canvass  was  rendered  troublesome,  con¬ 
tinuous,  and  repetitional  by  that  strong  infectious  element  of 
uncertainty  that  always  intrudes  upon  the  giving  of  bribes. 
The  candidates,  their  agents,  sub-agents,  and  influential 
friends  all  took  a  hand  at  the  business  ;  every  voter  was  can¬ 
vassed  and  re-canvassed  ;  and  every  kind  of  blandishment, 
bribe,  and  threat  that  would  apply,  was  used.  By  the  end 
of  May  the  town  was  knee-deep  in  liquor  ;  by  mid-July  it 
was  up  to  the  armpits  in  bribery  and  corruption.  Promises, 
which  at  first  had  been  easily  obtained,  afterwards  became 
very  hard  to  hold.  Votes  had  been  bought  and  paid  for,  but 
not  secured  ;  “  they  had  but  the  quality  of  a  gambler’s  oath.” 
The  voteless  ones  might  and  did  throw  their  manliness  to  the 
wind  during  this  temporary  spell  of  free  alcoholic  debauchery  ; 
their  degradation  was  but  an  inconsiderable,  though  an  of¬ 
fensive,  bye-product  of  the  immoral  energies  put  into  the 
settlement  of  the  question  which  of  the  two,  "Mr.  Fitzgerald 
or  the  Attorney-General’s  son,  should  start  his  political 
career  at  Horsham.  The  Canvasser  could  pass  them  by  on 
the  other  side.  But  the  unprincipled  possessors  of  the  vote 
challenged  his  constant  attention  ;  they  were  the  determining 
factor  in  the  question.  They  could  and  did  strut  the  streets 
until  polling  day  with  a  degree  of  inflated  and  spurious  im¬ 
portance  that  had  never  so  degraded  them  before,  nor  has 
since.  They  were  sought  and  fawned  upon  by  educated 
gentlemen,  who,  by  commencing  the  contest  with  a  code  of 
ethics  that  might  have  been  appropriate  to  a  gambling  shop, 
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involved  themselves  in  the  low  task  from  which  they  could 
not  get  free  until  the  Election  was  over.  They  openly 
boasted  they  were  out  “  on  the  make  ”  and  intended  to  squeeze 
as  much  as  they  could  out  of  one  side  or  the  other,  indeed  from 
both  sides  ;  and  they  were  able  to  make  good  their  boast, 
such  was  the  state  of  recklessness  and  panic  into  which  both 
Pinks  and  Blues  had  worked  themselves  and  each  other. 

But  drinking  and  bribery  in  hard  cash  were  not  the  only 
forms  of  corruption  indulged.  Kidnapping,  spiriting  away 
and  locking  up  the  enemy’s  voters  were  some  of  the  other 
devices  by  which  each  side  tried  to  cheat  and  defeat  the  other. 
Those  who  dared  not  vote  against  their  landlord,  or  who  for 
other  reasons  could  not  be  bought,  were  marked  to  be  kid¬ 
napped,  some  willingly,  others  unwillingly,  to  be  taken  and 
kept  away  until  the  Election  was  over.  Others  who  had  been 
bought  were  to  be  kept  safe  from  being  got  at  by  the  enemy 
till  they  could  be  taken  to  the  Hustings,  and  seen  to  vote 
according  to  their  bribes.  Night-watchers  and  spies,  thirsty 
and  expensive  necessities  in  the  carrying  on  of  such  a  campaign 
as  this,  were  regularly  employed ;  they  were  perpetually 
moving  about,  going  to  any  place  where  there  was  a  likelihood 
of  any  of  their  own  side  being  inveigled  away  or  bodily  carried 
off  by  the  rival  party.  At  every  road  leading  out  of  Horsham 
these  highwaymen  were  placed  to  hold  up  and  search  any  trap 
suspected  of  conveying  voters  out  of  the  town.  And  on  the 
other  hand  they  themselves  had  to  attack  the  enemy  in  weak 
places  and  carry  out  the  very  kinds  of  depredations  which 
on  their  own  side  they  were  expected  to  prevent ;  sometimes 
to  steal  one  of  the  enemy  ;  sometimes  to  rescue  one  of  their 
own  side  from  captivity.  It  was  a  keen  game  of  diamond 
cut  diamond,  and  those  engaged  in  it  were  chosen  for  sharpness 
of  wit,  not  for  excellence  of  character.  Their  exertions  and 
escapades  added  to  the  excitement  and  caused  a  great  deal 
of  satisfaction  or  chagrin,  as  the  case  might  be.  On  the  Blue 
side  alone  no  less  than  ninety-two  individuals  were  altogether 
engaged  in  this  business  and  perhaps  eighteen  or  twenty  would 
be  on  duty  on  each  side  every  night,  sometimes  on  horse-back, 
often  disguised  as  women  or  otherwise  ;  and  above  them  all, 
and  among  them  frequently,  was  Mr.  Padwick  himself,  giving 
a  zest  and  a  lead  to  his  understrappers  with  his  long  experience 
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and  keenness  at  the  game.  We  are  able  to  give  particulars 
of  a  few  of  these  kidnapping  cases  told  us  by  contemporary 
individuals. 

The  landlord  of  the  “  Dog  and  Bacon  ”  was  kidnapped 
and  locked  up  by  the  Blue  party  for  a  fortnight,  but  was 
rescued  by  the  Pinks  in  time  to  poll.  Five  or  six  other  voters, 
Blues,  were  confined  at  Springfield  Park,  then  occupied  by 
John  Shelley,  Esq.,  and  kept  there  until  polling  day.  Mr. 
William  Dean,  head  gardener  to  Mr.  Fitzgerald  and  a  very 
active  worker  on  the  Pink  side,  drove  a  van  load  of  Pink 
voters  to  Brighton  where  they  were  fed  and  kept  in  enjoy¬ 
ment  safe  from  any  Blue  attack  until  Election  day  when  they 
were  driven  back  again  and  voted  Pink.  Dean  was  sometimes 
disguised  as  a  sailor  for  night  work  and  at  other  times  did 
duty  on  horseback. 

George  Elphick  aAd  Robert  Parsons  were  both  taken  away 
to  London  in  mid- July  and  kept  there  by  the  Blue  party  for 
a  fortnight  till  polling  day.1 2  They  were  each  provided  with 
a  new  suit  of  clothes  and  plenty  of  cash,  they  lived  like  fighting 
cocks  and  astonished  high  society  in  London  by  their  appear¬ 
ance  and  behaviour  in  the  private  box  of  the  Attorney- 
General  at  the  Italian  Grand  Opera  House.  They  were  brought 
back  to  Horsham  on  Election  day  and  both  voted  Blue. 

William  Standing,  gamekeeper  at  Denne  Park,  had 
promised  his  vote  to  both  sides.  He  was  captured  by  the 
Blues  and  kept  for  some  time  at  the  “  Anchor  ;  ”  where  he 
lived,  for  a  little  while  at  least,  in  fear  up  the  chimney.  He 
was  rescued  by  the  Pinks,  but  was  recaptured  by  the  Blues 
on  nomination  day  when  he  was  given  £40  in  cash  and  was 
taken,  drunk,  by  two  Blues,  Blackiston  and  Waters,  for  a 
quiet  trip  out  in  the  country  to  Cowfold.  He  offered  no 
opposition  to  the  loss  of  his  vote  and  returned  contented  after 
the  Election  was  over. 

A  more  interesting  case  was  that  of  one  Stephen  Scutt,  a 
cattle  dealer  or  drover  who  lived  in  East  Street.  He  was 
known  to  be  a  sound  Pink  when  sober,  and  thought  to  be  well 
able  to  look  after  himself ;  but  on  nomination  day  he  was 

1  Elphick  was  in  arrears  for  rent  to  Mr.  Padwick,  so  had  to  be  taken  out  of 
his  reach.  Parsons  took  his  wife  and  family  up  with  him  :  he  was  to  be  given 

2  acres  of  land  and  2  cows  after  the  Election. 
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seen  to  be  thoroughly  drunk,  and  in  that  state  was  marked 
by  the  Blues  for  capture.  He  was  watched  home  by  Blue 
spies  who,  after  he  was  got  to  bed  and  asleep,  went  in  to  his 
wife  for  the  purpose  of  arranging  with  her  for  a  sum  of  money 
for  his  removal  until  after  the  Election.  The  Blue  spies  were 
however  watched  by  Pink  spies,  a  strong  party  of  whom, 
while  the  Blues  were  discussing  business  with  the  wife,  entered 
the  house  at  the  back,  took  Scutt  helpless  from  his  bed,  and 
carried  him  in  his  nightshirt,  under  the  very  eyes  and  noses 
of  the  Blues,  to  a  neighbouring  friendly  beer-shop  then  known 
as  the  “  Beehive,”  at  the  north-east  corner  of  Denne  Road, 
for  the  purpose  of  sobering  him  up  for  the  morrow  on  the 
very  mild  home-brewed  beer  (“  swipes  ”)  of  Daniel  Underhill, 
the  Pink  landlord.1  This  is  the  only  instance  we  have  found 
in  Horsham  electioneering  where  a  licensed  house  was  used 
for  the  purpose  of  sobering  people  ;  and  we  are  inclined  to 
think  there  was  a  want  of  judgment  and  propriety  in  this 
case  ;  for  though  we  find  Scutt’s  name  on  the  Register  of 
Electors  we  do  not  find  it  in  the  poll  book. 

We  are  able  to  give  one  instance  in  which  one  of  the 
candidates,  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  himself  took  a  hand  in  this  kind 
of  business  and  contributed  to  the  notoriety  of  this  Election 
at  a  time  when,  ironically  enough,  he  was  being  protected 
himself  by  his  own  watchers  from  being  kidnapped  by  the 
Blues. 

A  labourer,  Job  Pickett,  living  at  Southolme  in  Star  Row, 
was  cowman  at  Holbrook.  He  was  by  disposition  a  Blue, 
and  when  canvassed  by  Mr.  Fitzgerald  for  his  vote  refused  to 
promise  him.  Shortly  afterwards,  having  some  words  with 
the  farm  bailiff,  he  left  the  situation  and  was  out  of  work  ; 
in  which  state  he  appears  to  have  become  firmly  attached  to 
the  Blue  party.  On  Sunday,  18th  July,  he  received  a  message 
threatening  to  put  in  a  distress  and  turn  him  out  of  his  house 
if  he  would  not  promise  to  vote  for  Mr.  Fitzgerald  :  but 
to  no  effect.  On  the  following  Sunday,  the  Sunday  before 
Election  day,  a  messenger  called  upon  him  with  an  invitation 
to  go  to  Holbrook  and  receive  an  offer  from  Mr.  Fitzgerald. 
Upon  his  arrival  at  Holbrook  he  was  treated  to  plenty  to  eat 

1  Certainly  the  cheapest  liquor  consumed  at  this  Election.  Underhill  s 
usual  price  was  2d.  per  quart. 
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and  drink,  and  was  told  he  could  be  reinstated  at  Holbrook 
under  improved  pay  and  conditions,  with  a  new  rig-out  in 
clothes  for  himself  and  family  and  a  fortnight’s  holidays  to 
start  with,  if  he  would  vote  for  Mr.  Fitzgerald.1  But  this 
offer,  like  the  threat  of  distress,  failed  to  turn  him  Pink.  He 
was  canvassed  by  the  butler,  Robert  Dawes  ;  the  coachman, 
William  Breeze  ;  the  head  gardener,  William  Dean  ;  and  the 
footman,  Robert  Fry,  but  declined  them  all.  About  9  o’clock, 
after  another  good  meal  and  as  much  drink  as  he  could  carry, 
he  decided  to  go  home  ;  but  he  found  he  had  been  put  under 
lock  and  key  with  the  intention  of  being  given  a  compulsory 
holiday  till  after  the  Election.  When,  about  10  o’clock,  his 
wife  found  he  did  not  return,  she  suspected  danger  and  spread 
an  alarm  which  quickly  reached  the  headquarters  of  the 
Blue  camp.  Captain  Thomas,  acting  upon  sure  political 
instinct,  at  once  drove  Mrs.  Pickett  to  Holbrook,  when  they 
found  their  suspicions  confirmed.  Mrs.  Pickett  demanded 
to  see  her  husband,  whilst  the  Captain,  full  of  fury,  drove 
back  to  the  “Crown”  as  fast  as  his  horse  would  go,  to 
organise  and  direct  a  rescue  party.  Notwithstanding  the 
late  hour,  news  of  Job  Pickett’s  imprisonment  had  got 
about  and  had  inspired  several  besides  the  Captain  with  the 
desire  for  a  not  very  friendly  visit  to  Mr.  Fitzgerald.  Two 
trap-loads  of  stalwarts  armed  with  cudgels  and  knob  sticks 
drove  over  to  Holbrook,  determined  to  rescue  Job  Pickett 

or  capture  the -  Irishman  himself.  Some  surrounded  the 

house  ;  whilst  others,  led  by  the  Captain,  without  waiting  for 
the  formality  of  a  “  come  in,”  entered  the  house,  uttering 
all  sorts  of  threats  and  menaces,  to  rescue  their  man  ;  but 
Mr.  Fitzgerald,  having  measured  the  strength  and  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  Blue  Party,  thought  it  advisable  to  let  the 
captive  go.  Pickett  and  his  wife  were  quietly  put  through 
the  front  window  on  to  the  lawn  and  the  rescue  party  were 
informed  by  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  on  his  word  as  a  gentleman,  that 
they  were  not  in  the  house.  The  hero  and  heroine  were  found 
and  escorted  in  triumph  by  their  rescuers  first  to  the  “  Star  ” 
and  then  to  the  “  Crown  ”  where,  after  another  carousal, 

1  Our  informant,  a  nephew  of  Job  Pickett,  could  not  tell  us  when  the  promise 
of  a  rig-out  was  given,  but  it  was  made  by  the  Pinks  and  we  have  applied  the 
information  to  this  period. 
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with  some  pickled  salmon,  the  party  broke  up  about  4  ’oclock 
in  the  morning. 

There  was  yet  another  kind  of  force  it  was  thought  ex¬ 
pedient  to  try.  Interference  with  personal  liberty  for  the 
purpose  of  destroying  votes,  it  has  been  seen,  was  common 
usage  to  both  parties.  Its  purpose  was  intelligible  and  direct 
to  the  purpose.  It  can  be  understood,  too,  that  the  many 
changes  of  colour  worn  by  partisans — ex-Blues  in  pink,  and 
ex-Pinks  in  blue — aroused  strong  feelings  of  resentment  in 
the  opposite  parties,  especially  in  those  who  themselves  had 
changed.  Expostulation  was  made  by  blow  as  well  as  by 
argument.  Individual  fights  and  party  fights  were  of  fre¬ 
quent  occurrence,  especially  at  night  time,  with  the  result 
that  black  eyes  accompanied  and  adorned  a  good  many  red 
noses  about  the  town.  Probably  neither  side  hoped  to  gain 
by  such  brutality,  but  Mr.  James,  determined  not  to  be  out¬ 
done  even  on  this  low  plane,  descended  still  lower  by  importing 
from  London  three  professional  prize-fighters.  These  precious 
bulldogs,  “  Porkie  ”  Clark,  alias  “  The  learned  pig  ;  ”  Sam 
Martin,  and  Jack  Hunt  were  kennelled  and  fed  at  the  “  Crown,” 
and  unchained  as  required.  Their  arguments  went  direct 
from  the  shoulder  to  the  head,  with  weight  and  precision. 
Though  they  did  not  carry  conviction  none  were  disposed  to 
dispute  them,  and  the  townspeople  gave  them  a  very  wide 
berth.  One  of  these  despicable  bruisers  actually  spat  in  a 
man’s  face  to  goad  him  into  a  fight.  We  have  been  told 
that  this  was  considered  “  the  limit,”  and  that  enough  con¬ 
science  was  mustered  up  and  brought  to  bear  upon  the  Blue 
party  to  induce  them  to  send  these  low  bullies  back  to  town. 
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Honest  Electors— 1847  Squibs— 1847  Nomination  Day— 1847  Polling 
Day — The  Blue  Victory — The  Blue  Disaster. 

Against  this  mass  of  corruption,  drunkenness,  bribery,  greed, 
duplicity,  and  brutality,  initiated  and  fostered  by  classes  of 
people  who  should  have  been  above  the  purpose,  as  they  were 
above  the  temptations  of  it,  which  was  blinding  the  political 
outlook  of  large  numbers  of  the  electorate,  it  is  very  pleasant 
and  refreshing  to  record  cases  of  purity  and  clear-sighted 
recognition  of  the  duty  of  voting  solely  in  accordance  with 
the  conscience  in  the  public  interests.  One  of  these  cases 
was  that  of  William  Pannett,  of  Fibbin’s  Green.  He  was  an 
educated  man,  a  part-time  schoolmaster.  He  was  known  to 
hold  sincere  convictions,  based  upon  an  intelligent  study  of 
politics,  and  to  possess  a  solicitous  regard  for  the  welfare  of 
his  fellows.  Such  a  high  ideal  as  this,  such  impudent  integ¬ 
rity,  being  entirely  out  of  square  with  the  methods  of  election¬ 
eering  now  used  by  both  parties,  it  was  decided  to  undermine 
if  possible.  A  bribe  was  offered  him  and  refused.  The  amount 
of  the  bribe  was  increased,  re-offered,  and  was  indignantly 
refused.  The  bribe  was  increased  further  to  £100  in  cash 
which  a  young  lady,  his  niece,  Mrs.  Peters,  .was  deputed  to 
take  to  him  ;  but  to  no  result,  his  honest  determination  was 
above  price.  “  It  is  no  use,”  said  Mrs.  Peters,  “  he  has  pro¬ 
mised  his  vote  and  he  will  not  take  the  money.”  Another 
case  was  that  of  John  Seagrave,  a  journeyman  baker,  who  was 
offered  £50  in  gold  for  his  vote  ;  he  refused  outright,  voted 
conscientiously  and  obtained  a  higher  reward  in  the  esteem 
and  appreciation  of  those  whose  principles  had  remained  un¬ 
contaminated  and  had  been  shocked  by  the  town’s  disgrace. 
His  refusal  is  all  the  more  remarkable  from  the  fact  that  his 
employer,  Jeremiah  Collett,  was  politically  opposed  to  him. 
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A  peculiar  case  was  that  of  Thomas  Lee,  “  Honest  Tom,” 
as  he  was  afterwards  called.  He  was  in  a  position  of  election¬ 
eering  influence  which  brought  him  into  touch  with  some  of 
those  detestable  harpies  who,  caring  nothing  for  the  cause 
they  espouse,  affect  an  interest  solely  for  what  they  can  get 
out  of  it.  Their  conduct  engendered  in  him  feelings  of  intense 
disgust  and  irritation.  His  attachment  to  the  Blue  cause 
placed  him  above  the  necessity  of  being  canvassed  by  his  party 
for  his  vote,  which  therefore  remained  unpledged  until  an 
incident  occurred  which  determined  his  course  as  it  turned 
out,  against  his  wish.  One  day  Mr.  James  consulted  Lee  as 
to  the  purchase  of  a  house  that  was  offered  him  by  one  Thomas 
Dendy.  “  He  has  been  to  me  several  times  on  the  business, 
and  I  know  he  has  also  been  to  the  other  party  on  the  same 
business,”  said  Mr.  James.  “  His  vote  will  go  with  the  pro¬ 
perty  if  he  gets  his  price  for  it ;  which,  of  course,  is  pretty 
stiff;  what  do  you  think  about  it?  ”  “Think  about  it,” 
rejoined  Lee,  “  I’ll  tell  you  what  I  think  about  it.  The 
candidate  that  buys  that  man’s  house  shan’t  have  my  vote. 
I’ll  watch  him  to  the  poll  and  I’ll  vote  against  whichever  side 
he  votes  for.”  1 

In  the  “  Sussex  Advertiser  ”  of  15th  July  1847,  we  read  : — 

“  The  contest  for  this  Borough  appears  to  be  proceeding 
not  only  with  unabated,  but  with  increased,  vigour. 
Meetings  of  Electors,  meetings  of  Committees,  can¬ 
vassing,  handbills,  addresses,  and  squibs,  all  and  each 
in  their  turn  occupy  the  attention  of  the  Inhabitants. 
From  what  we  learn  on  all  sides  we  should  be  afraid  to 
enter  upon  the  extremely  delicate  task  of  characterising 
the  proceedings  now  taking  place  at  Horsham  in  any 
other  terms  than  those  furnished  by  the  pithy  and 
comprehensive  expletive,  that  both  parties  are  going 
the  Whole  Hog.’  As  regards  the  political  grounds  upon 
which  the  contest  is  carried  on,  there  appears  little  to 
be  said.  There  is  no  political  cry,  no  decided  stand  for 
free  trade  or  protectionist  principles.  With  respect  to 


1  We  have  been  told  that  the  price  of  this  property,  including  the  vote, 
was  £  1 ,600  ;  but  we  have  been  unable  to  identify  the  property  or  verify  the 

amount. 
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Mr.  Fitzgerald’s  politics,  they  are  obviously  of  an  am¬ 
phibious  character.  A  gentleman  who  affects  liberalism, 
but  adheres  to  the  ‘  Carlton  ’ — can  hardly  be  held  to  en¬ 
tertain  any  very  settled  notion  on  political  subjects.  With 
the  abuse  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald  as  an  Irishman  we  have  no 
sympathy.  If  that  gentleman  prefers  to  reside  on  an 
English  estate  rather  than  on  his  Irish  property  we  should 
on  that  account  take  no  exception  to  him  as  a  repre¬ 
sentative  of  Horsham.  .  .  .  Mr.  Jervis  stands  on  the 
ground  as  the  champion  of  the  Independence  of  the 
Borough  of  Horsham  ;  the  champion  without  whose  aid 
it  would  have  been  coolly  handed  over  as  a  sort  of  pocket 
appendage  to  Holbrook.  ...  It  is  this  which  has  aroused 
so  determined  a  spirit  amongst  all  grades  of  the  Electors 
and  which  has  stmulated  them  to  exertions  far  greater 
than  any  merely  political  feeling  .  .  .  could  have  in¬ 
duced.” 

We  give  copies  of  some  of  the  squibs  and  handbills  that 
were  distributed  about  the  town  ;  they  add  humour  to  the 
event  and  do  at  least  something  as  a  set-off  to  the  very  serious 
charges  and  counter-charges  that  were  made.  So  far  as  we 
know  no  cartoon  was  issued. 


The 

Journey  of  Seymour  Fitzgerald. 
Showing  how  he  went 
Down  to  Hereford, 
and 

Returned  Sooner  than  he  Expected. 

Fitzgerald  is  a  Tory  bold. 

An  Irishman  as  well. 

And  what  besides  I’m  sure  it  is 
Impossible  to  tell. 

He  one  day  said  unto  his  Spouse, 

(A  willing  ear  she  lent) 

Oh  !  would  it  not  be  nice  to  have 
A  seat  in  Parliament  ? 
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Her  answer  quick  as  lightning  came — 

‘  Pray  dearest  can  you  buy  it  ? 

We  have  got  cash  if  we’ve  no  sense, 

Oh  !  do  Fitzgerald,  try  it.” 

So  down  he  went  to  Hereford, 

By  the  Railway  special  train  ; 

But  there  he  found  he  would  not  do. 

So  he  came  back  again. 

And  then  he  call’d  on  Paddy- Whack, 

To  buy  "  Holbrook  ”  estate  ; 

Had  he  not  call'd  that  very  day. 

He  might  have  been  too  late. 

And  so  they  talked  the  matter  o’er, 

Tho’  words  they  had  but  few  ; 

The  price  was  fix’d  and  with  it  mix’d 
The  Borough  and  TRUE  BLUE. 

But  Paddy  thought  it  would  not  do 
A  public  speech  to  try  ; 

So  thought  the  better  plan  would  be 
To  canvass  with  a  LIE. 

So  round  they  went  with  Broadwood’s  name, 
When  they  had  taken  lunch. 

But  in  the  end  they’ll  find  that  truth 
Will  relish  best  with — PUNCH. 

They’ll  find  out  to  their  cost  a  man 
Full  of  Dissimulation 

Is  not  a  Proper  Person  for 
A  Pillar  of  the  Nation. 

So  back  to  "  Holbrook  ”  back  and  there 
Hide  your  diminished  head  ; 

We  are  True  Blue  and  MEAN  TO  HAVE 
JOHN  JERVIS  IN  YOUR  STEAD. 


Fitzgerald’s  Canvass. 

Is  this  your  way  Fitzgerald 
To  make  our  Borough  free  ? 
Your  acts  too  plainly  herald 
What  you  yourself  will  be. 
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In  truth  my  heart  relenteth 
Your  wayward  course  to  trace  ; 

The  base  who  representeth 
Must  need  himself  be  base. 

Yours  all  those  meaner  feelings 
That  would  constrain  the  true  ; 

Your  petty-fogging  dealings 
Too  well  betoken  you. 

Think  not  with  Thirty-Pounder 
To  chase  the  BLUES  afar  ; 

Your  vessel  yet  shall  founder  ; — 

She  foundered  at  the  BAR. 

Away,- — Forensic  Failer 
Away, — and  in  your  Break 

Ride  o’er  the  HEATH.  Your  tailor 
Will  other  Trousers  make. 

Go  order  Red  and  White  Sir, 
Bi-partite  like  yourself ; 

His  vote  will  you  delight  Sir, 

And  him  delight  your  pelf. 

Go,  twist  your  Red  leg  round  him, — 
A  slave  at  your  control ; 

And  thus  when  you  have  bound  him, 
He’s  ready  for  the  Poll. 

His  brother  Snip,  go  find,  Sir — 

Him,  who  is  truly  Blue  ; 

Round  him  your  WTiite  leg  twin’d  Sir, 
Alas  !  he  goes  with  you  ! 

v 

Thus  mounted, — on — Fitzgerald 
Nor  let  your  rein  be  loose  ; 

While  all  your  Voters  herald. 

Two  Tailors  and  a  Goose  !! 

A  goose  that  well  they’ll  pluck  Sir, 
Till  feathers  left  are  none  ; 

You’d  rather  be  a  duck  Sir, 

Than  be  that  Goose  undone. 

O  ponder  what  I’m  telling 
Though  but  a  Herring-gull  ! 

A  Goose  you’ll  be  to  Snelling, 

He’ll  physic  to  the  full. 
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What  !  Canvass  on  a  Sunday  ! 

The  pure  “  Lord  Chancellor 

Your  Agent!!  Would  not  Monday 
As  good  a  vote  confer  ? 

By  night  came  Nicodemus 
On  errand  purer  far  ; 

At  dawn  to  Nicodemus 

Shone  forth  that  legal  Star  ! 

Than  this  there’s  nothing  truer  ! 

This  and  far  more  befell : 

You  barrell’d  up  the  Brewer, 

By  means  I  need  not  tell. 

One  spell  bound  Voter  lingers 
Between  the  Red  and  Blue — 

Points  both  ways  with  his  fingers 
Though  once  his  heart  was  true. 

You  seek  and  you  have  sought  Sir, 

The  Venal  Men  of  Need, 

And  these  when  you  have  bought  Sir, 
You’ll  represent  indeed  !!! 

Your  cheque  book  will  throw  light  on’t, 
When  comes  each  morning’s  fare. 

You’ll  need  two  Clerks  to  write  on’t, 
You’ll  sign  it  in  despair  !! 

I  caution  you  ;  relent,  Sir, 

Nor  grasp  their  costly  gem, 

Your  pocket  will  repent.  Sir, 

Your  being  “  ONE  OF  THEM.” 


"  To  Papas  and  Mamas 
In  Horsham. 

“  Having  from  the  first  considered  Mr.  Jervis’ 
address  rather  a  prosy  article,  I  have  been  pleased  to 
find  that  his  original  intention  was  to  publish  his  pro¬ 
duction  in  verse.  The  accompanying  lines  were  picked 
up  on  the  Road  to  the  Nunnery  ;  and  considering  the 
place  they  are  dated  from,  and  that  the  youthful  Poet 
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is  only  just  of  age  they  seem  to  me  to  do  him  so  much 
credit  that  I  think  they  will  be  an  acceptable  present  to 
our  Horsham  Nurseries  from 

Quiz.” 


To  the  Electors  of  Horsham  as  free  as  the  day. 
These  Verses  are  sent  by  their  humble 

J-  J- 


Gentlemen, 

I’ve  come  because  I’m  sent. 

As  by  some  “  influential  parties  ”  it’s  meant. 

That  by  hook  or  by  crook  I  shall  represent. 

Your  Borough. 

They  say  I’m  a  Whig — and  I  am  indeed. 

You  cant  doubt  that  when  you  know  my  breed. 

For  who  taught  me  my  political  creed  ? 

My  Father. 

I  grant  I’m  a  stranger — to  none  am  I  known, 

But  I’ve  got  a  connexion  who’s  set  himself  down. 
Somewhere  within  twenty  miles  of  your  town, 

Who’s  my  cousin. 

And  though  he’s  a  Tory  and  I  am  a  Whig, 

For  that  little  matter  I  don’t  care  a  fig, 

He  won’t  interfere — but  still  I  talk  big, 

Of  my  cousin. 

But  to  give  you  my  politics  without  any  flummery 
I’ll  tell  you  at  once  in  a  very  neat  summary 
I  just  have  received  spick  and  span  from  the  Nunnery 

What  they  say  I  must  think  ! 

I  think,  though  in  Ireland  I  never  have  been, 

That  some  Irish  in  Hayfields  near  London  I’ve  seen, 

And  it’s  charming  to  know,  what  great  things  I  mean 

For  poor  Paddy. 

I’ll  give  him  Poor  Law — tho’  I  own  I’m  aware, 

’Twill  have  passed  through  the  House  before  I  get  there, 
I’ll  give  all  I’m  asked  by  the  Priests  if  I  dare 

To  Poor  Paddy. 
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1 11  vote  for  Free  Trade — though  ’twas  passed  long  ago, 
I’ll  support  Education — though  that’s  settled  I  know  ; 
I’ll  vote  as  you  please  ;  still  they  say  its  no  go 

For  Poor  Jervis. 


But  though  thus  they  say  that  a  poor  chance  is  mine, 
I’ll  call  on  you  soon,  and  I  hope  by  that  time, 

You’ll  have  learnt  well  by  heart  this  Nursery  Rhyme 

Of  Young  Jervis. 


The  Fitzgerald  Tent. 

Air  :  “  The  Gypsy’s  Tent.” 

The  Election  approaches — and  both  Red  and  Blue, 

To  bring  in  their  man  the  utmost  will  do  ; 

Let  each  Voter  come  forward,  and  give  his  Vote  free. 
And  Fitzgerald  returned  we  shall  very  soon  see  ; 

For  the  Blues  tis  well  known  have  no  wish  for  fair  play, 
But  dark  schemes  and  manoeuvres  are  planning  all  day  ; 
Tho’  to  win  by  such  roguery  is  not  the  intent 
Of  the  Red  and  White  boys  in  the  Fitzgerald  Tent. 

Tho'  to  win,  etc. 


The  TANNER  thought  "  surely  there  can  be  no  harm 
If,  in  breaking  my  promise  I  get  a  good  Farm  ;  ” 

Then  the  BUILDER  was  bought,  though  not  very  cheap 
By  the  weather-cock  CAPTAIN — very  dear  for  his  keep  ; 
Cunning  JIM  will  be  craz’d  as  the  Polling  draws  nigh, 
When  he  finds  the  Reds  winning  tho’  Votes  they  don’t  buy 
For  there  is  not  a  man  that  was  bought,  ere  he  went 
To  join  the  good  cause  in  the  Fitzgerald  Tent. 

For  there,  etc. 


When  the  Polling  commences,  how  the  Blues  then  must  run 
To  make  safe  their  bought  cattle  who  cost  a  round  sum  ; 
INSOLVENCY  JAMES  to  his  grief  then  will  find 
With  his  clap-trap  and  humbug  he’s  lagging  behind  : 

When  the  hammer  strikes  Four  what  a  sight  will  be  seen, 
Reds  shouting  with  Victory  and  Blues  turning  green  ; 

Then  JERVIS  and  troop  will  go  home  and  repent 
Having  dared  to  oppose  the  fam’d  Fitzgerald  Tent. 

Then  Jervis,  etc. 
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Jervis’s  Tent. 

A  reply  to  a  song  called  "  The  Fitzgerald  Tent.” 

Air  :  “  The  Gypsy’s  Tent.” 

The  Election  approaches  and  none  but  the  Blues 
Have  got  the  least  chance  a  Member  to  choose  ; 

Let  the  Voters  come  forward  as  soon  as  they  may 
The  shouts  of  the  FREE  will  be  heard  on  that  day  : 

The  camp  of  Fitzgerald  we’ll  put  to  the  rout, 

And  from  all  the  dark  holes  will  the  beggars  turn  out. 

And  soon  through  the  Borough  the  news  will  be  sent — 

That  JERVIS’S  BANNER  waves  proud  o’er  his  tent. 

The  Tanner  a  panic  has  struck  through  their  Crew 
They  dared  not  believe  he  was  honest  and  true 
But  thought  by  their  “  Clap-trap  ”  and  paltry  deceit. 

He  was  firmly  fix’d  on  the  Black  Horse’s  seat ; 

But  when  he  was  canvassed  he  declar’d  it  his  plan 
To  wait  and  determine  which  was  the  best  MAN, 

And  now  he’s  decided  and  ne’er  will  repent 

Having  join’d  the  TRUE  BLUES  in  JERVIS’S  TENT. 

The  Captain  our  vessel  with  courage  will  steer, 

And  if  Fitz-  gains  the  day  he  must  purchase  it  dear  ; 

He  must  post  to  the  CARLTON  and  with  a  long  face. 

Draw  deep  from  their  Coffers  or  give  up  the  race  ; 

When  the  hammer  strikes  four  they’ll  be  struck  with  dismay, 
To  see  with  what  ease  the  Blues  won  the  day  ; 

The  Borough  will  ring  and  the  air  will  be  rent 

With  the  proud  shout  of  TRIUMPH  from  JERVIS’S  tent. 


Fit-skin  O’Fizgig’s 
Last  Roll  Call. 

Muster  Ground  :  In  front  of  "  the  famed  Fitzgerald  Tent  ”  n< 
the  Richmond  Hotel. 

Rum-a-tum  ;  Rum-a-tum,  turn  ; 

Turn,  tit-e-rum,  turn  ! 

Say  the  BARLEYCORN  PIPE  and  the  small  FIG-DRUM 
Rum-a-tum,  turn  ! 

Electors  hear  our  last  Roll  Call ; 

We  have  sold  OURSELVES  and  will  sell  YOU  ALL 
Who  HITHER  come  ; 

Turn,  tit-e-rum,  turn  ! 
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Rum-a-tum,  turn. 

Ye  Comrades  come  ! 

Who  proudly  wave  your  Banner  Blue 
For  WE,  till  NOW,  have  fought  with  You. 

Come,  win  with  us  a  GOLDEN  glory, 

By  ONE  LONG  STRIDE  from  Whig  to  Tory. 

For  safe  our  Politics  we  feel 
In  shirt  of  mail  of  ORANGE-PEEL. 

Our  VULNERABLE  PARTS  are  hid 
By  full,  round  targe — the  COPPER  LID 
On  crested  helm,  to  show  our  might 
Regardant  scowls  a  Flying  Kite. 

If  YOU  but  come  we’re  sure  to  win  ; 

OUR  Politics  FIT  every  SKIN. 

YE  TRUE  BLUES,  hither  come  ! 

Turn,  tit-e-rum,  turn  ! 

Rum-a-tum,  turn. 

Ye  TORIES  come  ! 

Who  wave  your  motley  WHITE  AND  RED — 
TYPE  of  two  faces  on  ONE  head  ; 

Who  burn  the  old  Whig  Camp  to  ravage 
Led  onward  by  your  IRISH  SAVAGE  1 
Who,  to  the  strife,  are  wont  to  come, 

When  sounds  the  booming  Kettle-drum  ; 

When  summons  in  the  hour  of  trial 
The  music  of  the  Med’cine — VIOL. 

YOU  lulled  Protection’s  Cry,  that  we 
Might  SLYLY  TRAP  the  Traders  Free, 

With  THEM  and  YOU  we’re  sure  to  win; 

Your  Politics  shall  FIT  our  SKIN. 

Ye  Tories  hither  come  ! 

Turn,  tit-e-rum,  turn. 

Rum-a-tum,  turn  ! 

All  Voters  come  ! 

Full  well  we’ve  learned  our  parts  to  play  ; 

See  Moffat,  Co’burn  sent  away  ! 

Yes,  sent  away — those  Sons  of  Freedom  ! 

We  SNEAKING  TRAITORS  did  not  need  ’em. 
Let,  to  the  winds,  our  Freedom  go, 

If  we  but  handle  QUID  PRO  QUO. 

But  see  JOHN  JERVIS  like  a  flash 
Of  Lightning  through  the  Borough  dash  ! 

The  never-tiring  Blues  are  up  ! 

’Tis  ours  to  drain  the  bitter  cup  ! 

And  all  our  Treacherous  Deeds  and  WE 
Are  doom’d  to  SHAME  eternally  ! 

The  fatal  hour  is  come  ! 

Turn,  tit-e-rum,  turn  ! 

Tory  is  derived  from  an  Irish  word  which  signifies  “  A  savage. 
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RUM,  TUM,  RUM,  TUM  ; 

RUM,  TUM,  TUM  ; 

Slow  sound  the  Pipe  and  Muffled  Drum, 

RUM,  TUM  ! 

The  Gallant  Blues  have  wrought  OUR  fall, 

Who  sold  Ourselves  to  sell  You  all — 

RUM,  TUM,  TUM  ! 

Under  the 

Patronage  of  her  Majesty’s  Ministers  ! 

IMMENSE  ATTRACTION  !! 

Arrival  of 
Jarves’s  Circus  !!! 

Unrivalled  troupe  of 
Riff-raff,  splendid  stud  of  Asses, 
and 

First  Rate  Brass  Band  !!!! 

Mr.  Jarves 

Respectfully  announces  to  the  Electors  of  Horsham  that  he  has 
engaged  a  Troupe  of  Jugglers,  Automatons,  Drunkards,  Black¬ 
guards,  Boys  and  Nymphs  for  the  better  dissemination  of  Vice 
&  Immorality  throughout  the  Borough  of  Horsham,  who  will 
continue  their  Performances  until 

THE  DAY  OF  ELECTION. 

Signor  Jamesi, 

(late  of  the  Bankruptcy  Court,  Basinghall  St.  London) 

The  most  celebrated  Clown  of  the  day,  will  enliven  the  Performance 
by  his  boisterous  Jokes  and  amazing  Powers  of  Chaff.  Signor 
J.  is  especially  remarkable  for  his  felicitous  manner  of  showing 
up  to  public  ridicule  his  absent  Friends. 

The  Scenes  in  the  Circle  will  commence  with  an  Entertainment 
entitled 

JARVES  AND  PUNCH  ;  * 

in  which  the  whole  company  will  appear. 

SIG.  JOHANNI  BRODWOODINI 
will  appear  in  his  most  surpassing  feat  entitled 
“  The  elevated  man.” 

The  Signor  in  his  Performance  will  illustrate  intoxication  with  such 
reality  that  the  Spectators  cannot  fail  to  be  highly  amused. 
Song,  by  Signor  J.  B.  Mynheer  Van  Dunk.” 

Monsr.  Hey  gat 

Will  appear  as  the  Maniac. — The  Extraordinary  Grimaces,  Con¬ 
tortions,  and  Grotesque  Gestures  introduced  by  this  Distin¬ 
guished  Artiste  have  called  down  the  unbounded  applause  of 
all  who  have  seen  them. 
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Messrs.  Rowland,  Heringbon  and  Helkingtoni 
will  appear  in  a  piece  entitled 
Breach  of  Promise  ;  or  the  Chameleons. 

In  this  singular  performance  the  striking  change  of  color  from  Red 
and  White  to  Blue  and  Black  ;  and  the  marvellous  Twistings 
and  Turnings  which  are  introduced  will  excite  the  most  lively 
feelings  of  astonishment 

in  all  HONEST  ELECTORS. 

Signor  Jamesi  will  introduce  his  celebrated  ASS,  NOYCEE  (in  a 
Blue  satin  vest  if  he  can  get  it)  whose  Performance  is  excessively 
ludicrous,  being  acknowledged  by  all  the  most  WONDERFUL 
DONKEY  ever  exhibited. 


HERR  VON  DREWE 
will  appear  in  act  entitled 

“My  Brother-in-law  ’’  or  “  An  Honorable  way  of  getting  a  vote.” 

After  which  Herr  Von  D.  will  introduce  his  favorite  “  SACK  ” 
DANCE  in  which  he  has  of  late  become  so  Celebrated. 

Signor  Dick  Martini  &  Signor  Thomasi  Jun. 

will  appear  in  a  double  Act  of  TERGIVERSATION  and  equitation. 
The  extraordinary  Tumbling  and  Postures  introduced  in  this 
Act  are  very  Admirable. 

HERR  HOLMESBERG 
The  poetical  Quaker 

Will  perambulate  the  Circus  during  the  whole  of  the  Performance, 
busying  himself  in  everything  that  is  going  on,  and  thrusting 
himself  in  a  most  amusing  manner  in  the  way  of  other  Performers. 
During  the  Intervals  between  the  Acts  Herr  H.  will  favor  the 
Company  with  his  celebrated  Poetical  Effusions,  which  are  so 
justly  celebrated  for  their  Jingling  Rhymes,  without  containing 
a  particle  of  Sense. 

Mr.  Jarves  has  engaged  for  this  occasion  only,  at  an  ^enormous 
Expense  that  most  original  and  child  enchanting  Exhibition, 
known  as 

PUNCHINELLO. 


Signor  Johann  Brodwoodini  has  undertaken  to  work  the  Figures, 
and  to  introduce  entirely  new  Dialogues  (composed  expressly 
for  the  purpose  by  Herr  Holmesberg)  embracing  all  the  most 
approved  slang  and  street  Vulgarisms  of  the  day,  in  which  Sig. 
J.  B.  is  universally  admitted  to  excell  every  Competitor. 
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The  whole  to  conclude  with  a  serio  comic  Act 

entitled — 

THE  BLUE  DEVILS  ; 
or  The  close  of  the  Poll. 

In  which  the  whole  strength  of  the  Company  and  fine  stud  of  ASSES 
will  appear,  mounted  by  the  BLUE  DEVILS. 

Sole  Proprietor  .  .  Mr.  Jarves. 

The  whole  of  the  entertainment  under  the  direction  of — 

Signor  Jamesi  .  .  Acting  Manager  and  Principal  Clown 

Grotesque  Clown  .  •  Signor  Johann  Brodwoodini. 

Leader  of  the  Brass  Band  Signor  Thomasi  Senr. 

(Late  of  her  Majesty’s  horse  marines). 

Who  has  brass  enough  in  his  own  composition  for  any  Ten. 

Price  of  Admission — Destruction  of  Independence. 


During  the  Performance  the  Band  will  perform  several  Favorite 
Airs  “  We  are  all  Cheating  &c.” 

All  Bills  and  Demands  must  be  presented  to  the  Agent  in  Advance, 
Mons.  Pil.  Med.  before  the  day  of  Election,  or  they  will  not  be 
paid. 


ASSEMBLY  ROOMS 
BLACK  HORSE  HORSHAM. 

The  Nobility,  Gentry,  Inhabitants  of  Horsham  and  its  Vicinity, 
are  respectively  informed  that 

Mrs. 

O’GRADY  McSHANE, 

(The  celebrated  Irish  Vocalist) 

From  Ballyporeen,  on  the  Giants  Causeway,  will  give  her  much 
approved  Musical,  Political,  and  Other 

ENTERTAINMENTS  !! 

On  Monday  and  Wednesday  Evening  next 
And  twice  every  Week  until  the  Election. 


Piano-Forte  .....  Signor  Stapletoni, 

From  the  Hall  of  Music 
Davies  St. 


The  first  entertainment  will  be  entitled 
FITZSKIN  O’FIZGIG  : 

Or  the  Irish  Candidate  ! 
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Part  I. 

The  natural  history  of  the  Irish  potatoe — its  transplantation  to 
Holbrook — how  it  flourished  for  a  short  time — how  it  became 
astonished  and  electrified — caught  the  Jervis  fever. 

Song  :  “  How  DO  YOU  Like  Your  Taties  Done  ?  ” 

By  Sig.  Stapletoni,  accompanying  himself  on  the  parchment  tam- 
borine  and  pounce  box. 


Part  II. 

The  language  of  the  modern  Irish — showing  how  it  may  be  used 
to  conceal  principles,  partially  political — protectionist  and  free 
trader  combined  in  one  Irishman — the  double  colours — black 
and  white — two  faces  under  one  hat. 

Song  :  “  Jump  Jim  Crow.” 

“  Turn  about  and  Twist  about,”  by  Sig.  Michelli,  accompanying 
himself  on  the  barrel  organ. 

Part  III. 

An  Irishman’s  belief — showing  how  he  believed  that  he  had  purchased 
Horsham — how  he  was  deceived  therein — the  high  principles 
of  the  modern  Irish — their  degeneracy — ancestry  of  the  modern 
Irish — the  mystery  attending  the  same. 

Song  :  “  Oh  No  We  Never  Mention  Her.” 

By  the  Irish  Candidate  himself,  accompanying  himself  on  the  mouth 
organ  and  the  Irish  bagpipe. 

Part  IIII. 

The  modern  Irish  canvass — cows  and  breaks — Collins’s  ode  on  the 
passions — an  Irishman’s  Brogues — awkward  mistakes  between 
two  tailors— Snip  in  a  mess— Fitzgig  in  the  breeches— the 
fatal  discovery,  or,  the  dropped  stitch. 

Song  :  "  Brian  O’Linn  Had  no  Breeches  to  Wear  ”  (Moore). 

By  Mr.  Collins,  accompanying  himself  on  the  New  Instruments,  the 
Goose  and  Shears,  slow  measure,  in  thirteen  Flats. 

Part  V. 

4 

Dissimulation  of  the  modern  Irish — their  inconsistency  Hereford 
and  Horsham — the  address  to  each  place — an  Irishman’s 
Blarney — his  modern  residence,  beautified  and  repaired  his 
object  therein— building  castles  in  the  air  and  houses  on  the 
hill _ other  plans  to  gain  the  election  and  why  he  never  com¬ 

pleted  them. 

Song  :  “  The  Changeling.” 

By  Mr  Sendall  with  occasional  variations  from  the  “  Roast  Beef 
of  Old  England  ”  and  with  the  accompaniments  of  the  Trom- 
BONE  and  HamBONE. 
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Part  VI. 

An  Irishman’s  friends  and  supporters — their  motives — the  deluded 
Tradesmen  ;  or  the  Irishman’s  victims — the  Irishman’s  club — 
how  he  could  not  get  in — how  he  did  get  in  and  how  he 
denied  it — his  reliance  upon  a  Lord  Chancellor — how  he  was 
deceived. 

Duet  :  “  The  Four  Leaved  Shamrock  ”  (Charles  Dickens) 

By  Messrs.  Millward  and  Rawlison,  accompanying  themselves  on  the 
SACK  but  and  Jews  Harp. 

Part  VII. 

The  Irishman’s  excitement — his  threats  and  promises — cajolery  and 
intimidation — a  scrimmage  at  the  corner  house — the  agent 
disgusted  declines  to  interfere — the  Irishman  looks  for  another 
Borough — Horsham  not  sold — the  Electors  wont  have  it. 

Duet :  “  Oh  !  Here’s  A  Row.” 

By  Messrs.  Walker  and  Mann,  accompanying  themselves  on  the 
Brass  Pan  and  patent  medicine  bottle. 

An  interval  of  Three  weeks  is  supposed  to  elapse  between  the  last 
two  parts. 

Part  VIII. 

The  catastrophe — the  Irishman’s  finale — fatal  scenes  at  the  “  Black 
Horse  ” — Millward  in  a  fit  and  the  Chancellor  in  a  fix — Hol¬ 
brook  to  let,  furnished — Horsham  to  be  let  alone — the  Irish 
candidate  retires — the  Independence  of  the  Borough  achieved  !!! 

Chorus  :  "  Hurrah  for  the  Bonnets  of  Blue  !  ” 

By  a  large  majority  of  the  Electors,  accompanying  themselves  with 
their  own  free  voices. 

ADMISSION — The  Sacrifice  of  Principle. 

Doors  open  at  Seven  o’clock,  locked  at  eight. 

Each  person  must  come  in  full  dress,  it  being  the  Lord  Chancellor’s 
Levee,  and  in  Black  and  White  favors. 

NO  MONEY  RETURNED.  "ERIN  GO  BRAGH.” 


“  Horsham  Boys  Cant  You  Come  Out  Tonight.” 

Tune  :  "  Buffalo  Gals.” 

As  I  went  lumbering  down  de  street, 

Down  de  street,  down  de  street, 

Two  rogues  I  did  chance  to  meet. 

And  dis  is  what  dey  say  ! — 

Horsham  boys  cant  ye  come  out  tonight, 

Cant  ye  come  out  tonight,  cant  ye  come  out  tonight  ; 
Horsham  boys  cant  ye  come  out  tonight 
For  a  drunk  with  Jervis  and  James. 
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Den  off  to  de  Queens  Head  dey  did  go, 

Dey  did  go,  dey  did  go  ; 

Wid  a  few  Voters  ;  but  de  rest  you  must  know 
Were  de  very  scum  ob  de  Town. 

Horsham  boys,  etc. 

And  dere  all  night  dey  drink’d  and  smok’d, 
Drink’d  and  smok’d,  drink'd  and  smok’d  ; 

Till  wid  Punch  dey  all  seem’d  nearly  chok’d 
Disgusting  ’twas  to  see. 

Horsham  boys,  etc. 

Electors  ob  Horsham  what  can  ye  think. 

What  can  ye  think,  what  can  ye  think  ; 

Ob  dat  man  who  by  giving  you  Punch  to  drink 
Expects  you’ll  vote  for  him. 

Horsham  boys,  etc. 


The  Landlord  of  Erin, 

Or,  an  Irregular  Ode  to  an  Irregular  Irishman. 

There  came  to  enslave  us  a  Landlord  of  Erin, 

With  gold  in  his  pocket  and  brass  in  his  face  ; 

For  our  Borough  he  sighed,  and  to  Horsham  repairing, 

He  paid  to  Whack-Paddy  a  price  for  the  place. 

’Twas  St.  Stephen’s  attracted  his  heart’s  fond  devotion, 
Though  it  rose  far  away  from  his  Isle  of  the  Ocean  ; 

For  he  ne’er  expended  his  youthful  emotion 
In  chanting  the  Anthem  of  "  Erin  go  Bragh.” 

“  How  blest  is  my  lot,”  said  the  unabashed  Stranger, 

"  Though  the  wretched  and  sick  to  no  shelter  can  flee  ; 

Yet  I’m  far  away  from  the  toil  and  the  danger, 

And  Ireland’s  fair  acres  remain  yet  to  me. 

Yes  !  I’ve  forsaken  the  mudcabin  floor. 

Where  my  forefather  lived  with  the  pigs  1  at  his  door, 

While  I  change  into  gold  those  I  give  to  the  poor,” 

And  let  those  who  like  it  cry  “  Erin  go  Bragh.” 
********* 

Thus  ends  the  strain,  the  Tory  thought, 

That  with  his  acres  he  had  bought, 

Our  yet  “  Free  Voices  ”  ! — Is  it  so  ? 

Electors  !  boldly  answer  NO  ! 

1  “  And  sure  ’tis  he  has  the  best  RIGHT  to  be  there,  for  he  pays  the  Rint  ” 
(Irish  saying). 
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Come  my  Fellow-Townsmen  true, 

Range  beneath  the  Banner  Blue, 

Show  him  he  has  paid  his  gold. 

For  that  which  never  can  be  sold — 

For  HORSHAM’S  FREEDOM— We  shall  be 
Among  the  foremost  of  the  Free — 

If  we  take  into  our  Service, 

Honest  Independent  JERVIS  : — 

“  One  of  ourselves  ” — An  Englishman, 

Who  will  do  whate’er  he  can 
To  gain  us  equal  Rights  and  Laws 
And  cherish  Freedom’s  holy  cause — 

When  the  foolish  and  the  base, 

Who  forge  their  country’s  chains  and  place. 

Their  own  necks  ’neath  the  yoke,  shall  see. 

There  is  a  band  that  will  be  Free 

Though  RENEGADES,  regardless  of  their  Fame 

Have  sold  themselves  to  Everlasting  Shame  !!! 


The  number  of  voters  on  the  Register  of  1846  was  : — 

Householders  ....  338 

Burgages  ....  3 

Nomination  day,  Wednesday,  28th  July,  was  full  of  in¬ 
cident  and  excitement.  Flags  and  ribbons,  supplied  gratis 
to  the  wearers,  were  flying  everywhere.  At  every  public- 
house  and  beer-shop  these  coloured  invitations  to  get,  or  re¬ 
main,  fuddled  at  the  candidates’  expense  fluttered  in  the  air, 
and  as  this  privilege  would  certainly  be  withdrawn  on  the 
evening  of  the  next  day  hundreds  of  people  showed  their 
grateful  appreciation  of  it.  The  candidates,  with  their  agents, 
friends,  and  whiteboys,  paraded  about  9  o’clock  in  the  morning. 
Each  of  these  whiteboys  was  paid  5s.  per  day  and  given  as 
much  to  eat  and  drink  as  he  could  take.  When  the  pro¬ 
cessions  had  formed  up,  each  at  its  own  headquarters,  they 
marched  round  the  town  ;  the  Pinks  headed  by  the  Horsham 
band,  the  Blues  headed  by  the  Dorking  band.  There  were 
carriages  and  pairs  of  horses  and  postilions  on  both  sides,  with 
coachmen  and  postboys  in  the  respective  colours  of  the  can¬ 
didates.  Behind  the  Blue  band  marched  two  stalwart  white¬ 
boys  ;  one  of  them  carried  aloft  on  his  pole  a  beefsteak 
labelled  “  Beef  for  Englishmen,”  while  the  other  carried  on 
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his  pole  a  net  of  potatoes  labelled  “  Taters  for  Irishmen.” 
They  were  accompanied  by  another  whiteboy  carrying  a 
cask  labelled  “  T.B.”  fastened  with  a  large  padlock  which 
was  intended  to  remind  the  electorate  of  the  mean  crime  of 
the  Pink  candidate  in  locking  up  the  table  beer  at  Holbrook. 
In  one  of  the  Pink  carriages  with  postilion  rode  “  Greenacre  ” 
enjoying  the  society  of  one  of  his  aristocratic  associates,  Mr. 
Dickens.  Feist  by  this  time  was  quite  a  mock  hero.  Curious 
tales,  well  embellished  as  to  his  late  proceedings  and  inten¬ 
tions  on  the  morrow,  were  in  circulation.  He  was  variously 
regarded  ;  by  some  with  hope,  by  others  with  fear,  by  others 
again  with  contempt,  by  few  with  trust,  by  none  with  love, 
by  all  with  a  feeling  that  he  might  play  them  a  trick  and  that 
he  had  the  false  card  in  his  sleeve  ready  for  the  purpose  if 
and  when  he  chose  to  use  it.  On  both  sides  were  beautiful 
and  expensive  banners,  the  Pink  ones  were  inscribed  “  Fitz¬ 
gerald  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham,”  “  Freedom  to  our 
Borough,”  “Fitzgerald  for  ever,”  “  The  Queen  and  Constitu¬ 
tion,”  “  The  trade  of  Horsham.”  On  the  Blue  flags  were 
inscribed  “  Jervis  and  Independence  for  Horsham,”  “  Educa¬ 
tion  for  the  people,”  “  Jervis  for  free  trade,”  “  Electors,  be 
true  ;  the  cause  is  our  own,”  “  Civil  and  Religious  Liberty,” 
“  Freedom  of  Election.” 

“  Freedom,”  “  Independence,”  “  Be  true,”  “  Education,” 
“  Liberty.”  Alas  !  these  high-sounding  mottoes  which  looked 
very  pretty  and  inspiring  but  ill  accorded  with  the  practices 
that  for  the  past  few  months  had  disgraced  the  majority  of 
those  who  were  now  invited  with  their  votes  to  uphold  them. 
“  Honesty  ”  must  have  wept  to  see  kindred  virtues  keeping 
such  company,  and  the  Reformer  must  have  been  possessed 
of  a  sturdy  optimism  to  have  observed  without  feelings  of 
despair  the  flaunting  of  these  high  principles  by  the  very  people 
who  in  the  course  of  the  campaign  had  outraged  every  one 
of  them. 

When  about  10  o’clock  the  processions  marched  into  the 
Market  Square  the  business  of  the  day  took  place.  The 
candidates,  their  agents,  and  their  chief  supporters  all  mounted 
the  Hustings,  which  was,  as  before,  a  temporary  wooden  struc¬ 
ture  with  a  canvas  awning  erected  in  front  of  the  Town  Hall 
The  Pinks  took  up  their  position  on  the  west  side  ;  the  Blue 
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took  theirs  on  the  east  side.  Mr.  Fitzgerald  was  accompanied 
by  Mr.  Padwick,  Mr.  Rawlison,  Mr.  Dickens,  Mr.  Moon,  Mr. 
Clarkson,  and  others.  Mr.  Jervis  was  accompanied  by  Mr. 
Medwin,  Captain  Thomas,  Mr.  James,  Mr.  Broadwood,  Mr. 
Hurst,  Mr.  Shelley,  Mr.  Chasemore,  and  others.  The  Market 
Square  was  one  dense  mass  of  people  in  pink  and  blue. 

The  Under-Sheriff,  Mr.  France,  then  proceeded  to  the 
Nomination.  After  he  had  read  the  usual  proclamation  and 
the  Bribery  Act,  Mr.  Dickens  stepped  forward  and  in  a  short 
speech  proposed  William  Robert  Seymour  Vesey  Fitzgerald, 
Esq.,  as  a  suitable  candidate  to  represent  the  Borough  of 
Horsham  in  Parliament,  for  one  only  particular  reason,  he 
said,  viz.  That  it  will  be  good  for  the  town  and  neighbourhood 
of  Horsham.  Mr.  Moon  seconded  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  chiefly  on 
account  of  his  support  of  the  Protestant  Church.  Mr.  John 
Shelley  proposed  John  Jervis,  Esq.,  his  only  object  in 
doing  so  being  the  welfare  and  Independence  of  the  Borough 
of  Horsham,  which  could  be  secured  only  through  the  return 
of  such  a  man.  Mr.  Philip  Chasemore  seconded  Mr.  Jervis 
because  the  Borough  ought  not  to  be  represented  by  an  Irish¬ 
man,  and  because  Mr.  Fitzgerald  had  politically  been  all 
things  to  all  men.  Mr.  Fitzgerald  then  addressed  the  crowd, 
and  after  him  Mr.  Jervis  gave  an  address.  There  were  of 
course  differences  between  them  politically  ;  but  both  alike 
claimed  to  be  chiefly  concerned  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Independence  of  the  Borough  and  its  electors.  After  the 
candidates  had  finished,  the  Under-Sheriff  put  their  names 
to  the  crowd  and  demanded  of  those  entitled  to  vote  their 
choice,  by  a  show  of  hands,  of  a  Burgess  to  represent  them 
in  Parliament,  and  thereupon  declared  Mr.  Jefvis  duly  elected. 
A  poll  was  of  course  then  demanded  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald 
and  this  it  was  announced  would  take  place  the  next  day  from 
8  a.m.  to  4  P.M. 

There  was  a  great  deal  of  cheering,  hissing,  booing,  and 
confusion  ;  and  many  missiles,  chosen  chiefly  for  their  un¬ 
pleasant  nature,  were  hurled  at  the  occupants  of  the  Hustings. 
Horseplay,  jeering,  drinking,  and  some  fighting  ;  all  these, 
anything  but  an  intelligent  and  honest  interest  in  politics, 
occupied  the  attention  of  the  crowd.  Tubs  of  beer  were 
taken  out  on  the  gaol  green,  tapped  and  quickly  drunk  by 
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voters,  assisted  by  willing  friends,  in  their  desire  to  get  their 
wits  into  the  best  condition  for  exercising  the  franchise. 
The  gaol  green  at  this  time  was,  most  of  it,  uneven  and  bumpy 
ground  covered  with  grass,  crossed  by  a  footpath  here  and 
there,  untended  and  uncared  for,  and  its  rough  state  proved 
more  than  a  stumbling-block  to  many  possessed  of  shaky  knees 
that  day.  Some  lay  where  they  fell,  until  helped  or  carried 
away  by  friends  ;  others  not  so  helped,  we  have  been  told, 
lay  there  all  night  ready  for  the  morrow. 

As  the  evening  came  on  both  parties  saw  that,  with  all 
their  extraordinary  efforts,  their  conscienceless  pandering 
to  the  lowest  passions,  their  terrible  flood  of  liquor,  and 
degrading  display  of  gold,  neither  had  secured  a  sure  advantage 
over  the  other.  Once  the  downward  path  had  been  started 
there  was  no  stopping  for  either  party.  Their  desertion  of 
honour  and  integrity  was  equal  and  complete.  The  long 
and  energetic  canvass  had  failed  to  yield  to  either  side  the 
feeling  of  certain  victory.  The  Blues  a  fortnight  or  a  month 
before  had  felt  confident  of  winning,  but  the  Pinks  in  that 
time,  by  broadening  and  deepening  their  crooked  course,  had 
greatly  improved  their  relative  position ;  and  could  they 
have  relied  upon  promises  they  would  have  been  in  a  majority 
estimated  now  at  about  thirty  ;  but  as  polling  day  approached 
alarming  reports  reached  them  that  among  the  voters  who 
had  pledged  their  support  were  many  of  the  nature  of  Will  0’ 
the  Wisp  who  at  the  critical  hour  would  elude  their  pursuers 
by  voting  on  the  Blue  side.  By  their  precipitate  plunge  into 
dishonour  both  parties  together  at  this,  the  eleventh  hour, 
were  in  a  state  of  exhaustion  and  desperation,  with  the  issue 
of  the  Election  completely  in  doubt. 

At  the  “  Anchor  Hotel  ”  the  Blues  held  their  final  “  big 
goe.”  This  was  a  small  and  select  party  of  the-  candidate 
and  his  immediate  friends  and  workers.  Mr.  Jervis  himself 
was  in  the  chair  ;  Mr.  James  in  the  vice-chair  ;  with  trusted 
supporters  lining  each  side  of  the  table.  Everything  was  of 
the  best,  and  all  present  were  prepared  to  enjoy  the  feast  to 
the  full  after  their  many  weeks  of  hard,  if  unscrupulous, 
work  and  to  receive  their  liberal  reward  for  it.  After  the 
dinner  had  been  disposed  of  and  champagne  and  cigars  handed 
round,  Mr.  Jervis  made  a  speech  in  which  he  thanked  those 
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present  for  all  they  had  done  on  his  behalf  and  expressed 
his  hopes  of  victory  at  the  poll.  Mr.  James,  after  speaking 
of  the  candidate’s  fine  qualifications  for  a  Member  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  spoke  of  his  generosity.  Each  man  present  knew  this 
generosity  was  to  be  substantially  expressed  that  evening 
and  the  appreciation  of  his  labours  was  duly  measured  or 
supposed  to  be  measured  by  the  bag  of  sovereigns  he  took 
home  from  that  meeting.  One  of  them  shortly  afterwards 
surprised  his  friends,  who  knew  of  his  pre-1847  impecunious 
condition,  by  building  himself  a  new  house  and  taking  up 
his  residence  in  it.  All  the  other  “  public-houses  ”  were  of 
course  busy  on  this  Nomination  night.  The  “  King’s  Head  ” 
was  crowded  with  Pinks.  Among  them  was  Feist,  whom 
suspicion  seems  to  have  tracked  thither.  He  was  trying  to 
allay  this  suspicion  by  drinking  Mr.  Fitzgerald’s  health  and 
swearing  fidelity  to  him  ;  “  he  hoped  his  arms  might  fall  from 
his  body,  and  Hell  might  be  his  Heaven,  if  he  did  not  vote 
Pink  on  the  morrow.”  At  midnight  Mr.  Feist  and  Mr.  Pad- 
wick  met  in  the  “  King’s  Head  ”  yard  and  discussed  the 
possibility  and  urgency  of  obtaining  a  few  more  Pink  votes. 
We  cannot  ascertain  what  actually  took  place  at  this  meeting. 
We  have  Mr.  Feist’s  allegation  that  Mr.  Padwick,  estimating 
that  he  required  only  6  votes  to  win,  offered  him  £1,000  to 
find  them  ;  and  we  have  Mr.  Padwick’s  allegation  that  Feist 
brought  him  the  names  of  6  voters  and  asked  him  £  1,000 
for  them  ;  and  that  he  refused  the  offer.  We  must  leave  the 
reader  to  determine  for  himself  as  to  the  truth  contained  in 
these  two  statements.  What  certainly  appears  true  is  that 
Mr.  Padwick  was  getting,  to  use  a  present-day  colloquialism, 
“  fed-up  ”  with  the  Election.  He  had  started  the  business 
with  briskness  and  assurance,  but  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
Mr.  James  with  his  outrageous  strides  had  given  him  such  a 
speedy  and  lengthy  run  as  he  had  not  anticipated.  He 
appeared  anxious  as  to  the  consequences  that  might  follow 
the  course  the  conduct  of  the  Election  had  taken,  and  to  have 
but  just  discovered,  and  to  have  been  shocked  by,  the  drinking 
that  had  been  going  on  !  Formerly  at  some  of  the  “  goes  ” 
he  had  drunk  with  the  most  thirsty  of  them  ;  then  it  was 
“  Joe  ”  (to  the  waiter)  11  bring  me  a  bottle  of  wine  ”  or  “  bring 
me  another  bottle  of  wine.”  Now  on  Nomination  day,  to  the 
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disappointment  of  his  landlord  friends  and  supporters,  in 
seeming  alarm  he  gave  orders  for  a  stop.  “  John  ”  (to' the 
landlord  of  the  King’s  Head  ”)  “  I  discountenance  this 
entirely  from  the  beginning.  Neither  I,  nor  Mr.  Fitzgerald, 

nor  any  of  his  friends,  will  pay  you  a  d - d  halfpenny  ;  ” 

and  on  Election  day  in  the  morning  he  sent  a  peremptory  but 
ineffective  message  to  all  other  Pink  houses  to  “  cease  drinking.” 


Polling  day,  and  a  wet  one,  at  length  arrived  ;  and  each 
side  braced  itself  up  for  the  final  stage  of  the  long  struggle. 
All  the  officers  were  in  their  places  by  8  a.m.  Besides  Constable 
Richard  Green,  the  local  policeman,  there  were  twenty-four 
special  constables  on  each  side  sworn  in  by  the  Magistrates 
on  27th  July,  on  the  application  of  Mr.  Padwick,  to  maintain 
the  peace. 

“  The  information  and  complaint  of  Henry  Padwick 
of  Horsham,  Sussex,  gentleman,  upon  his  oath  duly  ad¬ 
ministered  to  him,  that  an  Election  is  appointed  to  take 
place  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham  on  28th  July  instant, 
and  that  within  the  last  three  days  a  tumult  and  a  riot 
has  taken  place  and  this  deponent  reasonably  apprehends 
that  a  riot  may  take  place  in  the  Parish  of  Horsham 
aforesaid  during  the  said  Election  ;  and  he  is  of  opinion 
that  the  ordinary  Officers  appointed  for  preserving  the 
peace  are  insufficient  for  the  preservation  of  the  peace 
and  for  the  protection  of  the  Inhabitants.” 

(Signed  by  him  and  two  Magistrates.) 

The  candidates,  friends,  and  supporters  met  at  their 
respective  headquarters  and  marched  to  the  Hustings.  Out¬ 
side  the  “  Anchor  ”  the  “  Beef  ”  and  “  Tater  ”  men  took  up 
their  positions  and  stood  there,  on  and  off,  all  day.  The 
“  T.B.”  tub  was  paraded  and  beaten  round  the  town.  White- 
boys  stood  all  along  in  front  of  the  polling  booths.  Pro¬ 
cessions  round  the  town,  notwithstanding  the  rainy  day, 
were  organised  and  carried  out.  Postilions,  with  the  re¬ 
spective  colours  of  their  candidates,  were  driven  hither  and 
thither.  Other  horse  conveyances  were  fetching  and  carrying 
voters  to  and  from  the  Hustings,  each  side  working  its  hardest 
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to  bring  up  its  own  voters  and  prevent  the  opposite  party 
bringing  up  theirs.  Rotten  eggs  and  bags  of  flour  sweetened 
and  ornamented  the  occupants  of  the  Hustings.  Substantial 
breakfasts,  victuals  and  drinks  were  consumed  in  astonishing 
quantities,  and  many  a  vote  had  a  hiccup  accompaniment 
as  its  owner  indicated  by  the  side  he  went  which  party  had 
given  him  the  more  to  drink  and  the  bigger  bribe  for  his 
freedom  and  independence.  On  the  other  hand,  several 
voters,  brought  up  to  poll  by  their  purchasers,  turned  as  was 
feared,  and  with  no  reference  to  conscience  voted  on  the  other 
side,  some  even  glorying  in  this  dishonesty.  Some  voters 
were  so  drunk  that  the  Returning  Officer  felt  bound  to  take 
notice  of  their  condition,  and  individually,  and  also  quite  use¬ 
lessly,  read  the  Bribery  and  Corruptions  Act  to  them.  He 
was  many  weeks  too  late  ;  its  preventive  properties  had  been 
wilfully  disregarded  by  those  persons  whose  duty  it  was  to 
point  out  and  make  operative  its  beneficent  provisions  ;  and 
as  far  as  Horsham  was  concerned  it  was  a  dead  letter. 

Polling  was  carried  on  briskly  all  day  ;  as  the  end  of  each 
hour  was  reached  the  state  of  the  poll  was  posted  up.  The 
numbers  of  votes  for  each  candidate  kept  nearly  level.  Mr. 
Jervis  led  the  whole  of  the  time,  but  never  by  more  than  about 
ten  or  twelve  votes  ;  and  strenuous  efforts  were  made  by  both 
parties  ;  the  one  to  maintain,  the  other  to  obtain,  the  lead. 
We  are  able  to  give  a  few  instances  of  these  special  efforts. 

John  Pollard,  drunk,  was  brought  in  a  fly  from  the  “  Queen’s 
Head  ”  by  his  master  Charles  Rowland  and  his  father-in-law 
Peter  Huntley,  two  Blues,  and  delivered  to  Captain  Thomas. 
As  soon  as  he  was  placed  in  front  of  the  Hustings,  and  before 
the  chief  poll-clerk  could  ask  him  for  whom  he  wished  to  vote, 
he  was  seized  by  five  or  six  Pinks  and  temporarily  removed 
from  Blue  care.  The  Pinks  hoped  that  under  their  pressure 
he  would  recollect  certain  transactions  with  them  and  con¬ 
clude  that  “  Fitzgerald  was  the  friend,  not  Jervis.”  Between 
the  Pink  cry  “  Remember  your  promise,”  and  the  Blue  cry 
“  Give  him  fair  play  ”  poor  Pollard  lost  command  of  body  and 
soul  the  possession  of  which,  he  not  yet  having  given  up  the 
vote,  became  the  object  of  a  free  fight,  Captain  Thomas  taking 
the  foremost  place.  In  the  general  melee  Pinks  and  Blues, 
whiteboys  and  constables,  agents  and  friends,  and  others, 
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including  the  Under-Sheriff  himself,  all  became  involved. 
The  Under-Sheriff  came  down  from  the  Hustings,  took  hold 
of  Captain  Thomas  and  put  him  away  from  the  voter  ;  threaten¬ 
ing  him  with  legal  proceedings.1  Pollard  was  eventually 
rescued  by  the  Blues,  whereupon  the  Pinks  demanded  that 
the  bribery  and  corruption  oath  should  be  administered  to  him. 
This  demand  was  complied  with  ;  and  Pollard,  as  if  in  re¬ 
sentment  at  such  a  slur  upon  his  character  voted  Blue  ;  after 
which,  with  nothing  further  of  any  consequence  to  deliver, 
he  was  bundled  like  an  empty  wrapper  into  the  cab  and  driven 
away.  We  have  been  told  of  voters  who  tendered  at  first  to 
vote  for  “  Fitz-jervis  ;  ”  and  we  think  Pollard  to  have  been 
in  just  such  a  state  to  do  so,  but  we  do  not  know  that  he  was 
one  of  them. 

Two  other  voters,  W.  Henley,  a  carpenter,  and  S.  Rowland, 
a  baker,  were  reported  to  the  Blue  Committee  willing  to  be 
bought.  Negotiations  were  at  once  begun.  They  were 
offered  £100  each,  not  as  a  bribe  to  vote  Blue,  but  to  allow 
themselves  to  be  kidnapped  for  the  day  and  so  abstain  from 
voting  Pink,  as  for  some  reason,  landlord  or  other,  they  were 
bound  to  do.  Neither  possessed  the  moral  stamina  to  resist 
the  bribe.  They  arranged  with  the  Blues  to  be  at  the  house 
of  Henley  on  the  East  side  of  the  Carfax,  where  the  Cinema 
entrance  is  now,  about  noon  to  receive  the  money  and  to 
be  taken  thence  in  a  fly  to  Crawley.  As  soon  as  this  was  done 
they  made  further  arrangements  with  the  Pinks  who  were  to 
muster  in  force  just  beyond  the  “  Black  Jug  ”  to  rescue  them 
and  take  them  straight  away  to  vote  Pink.  They  were  both 
ready  at  the  appointed  place  and  time  very  much  the  worse 
for  liquor,  though,  to  the  credit  of  Rowland,  it  may  be  said 
he  appeared  possessed  of  a  redeeming  point  in  ethics.  “  If 
only  I  get  that  £100  I  can  pay  my  miller,  I  can  pay  my  miller  !  ” 
he  cried,  as  he  lay  under  the  table.  The  Blues,  however,  heard 
of  the  counter-plot  and  escaped  it  just  in  time.  Whether 
Rowland  ever  paid  his  miller  or  not  we  cannot  say,  but  both 
he  and  Henley  gave  their  saturated  votes  to  Fitzgerald. 

A  rather  different  kind  of  case  was  that  of  a  carpenter, 
James  Burstow,  who  lived  in  Springfield  Road.  Just  before 


1  Subsequently  taken. 
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the  Election  he  had  built  himself  a  new  house  upon  which 
there  remained  a  mortgage  of  £200.  He  had  expressed  him¬ 
self  very  strongly  upon  the  way  the  Election  was  being  con¬ 
ducted  by  both  sides  ;  he  felt,  or  feigned,  intense  disgust  at 
the  treating  and  bribery  that  had  been  going  on  all  through. 
Though  assiduously  canvassed  by  both  sides,  he  refused  to 
promise  his  vote  ;  he  would  take  no  bribe  and  maintained 
till  polling  day  his  freedom,  his  character,  and  his  intention 
to  keep  clear  of  the  Election.  His  protests  and  independence 
had  every  appearance  of  being  founded  upon  virtue  ;  but 
virtue  too  often  attracts  the  vicious  and  gives  a  zest  to  their 
assaults.  In  this  case  it  was  not  left  unmolested.  A  certain 
gentleman  said  in  the  Blue  Committee  room  that  he  thought 
that  if  given  sufficient  weight  he  could  break  through  the  good 
intentions  of  the  worthy  tradesman,  whom  he  knew  very 
well.  The  desperate  condition  of  affairs  was  such  as  to  allow 
no  haggling  over  the  price  of  precious  votes.  He  was  given 
carte  blanche ,  with  fervent  hopes  of  success,  and  an  interview 
between  these  two  took  place.  “  Well,  James,  how  are  you  ?  ” 
“  Quite  well,  thank  you,  Sir  ;  how  are  you  ?  ”  “  I’m  very 

well,  thank  you,  James. — I  am  come  to  ask  if  you  have 
made  up  your  mind  to  vote  to-day.”  “  No,”  answered  James, 
“  I  am  not  going  to  vote  for  either  candidate  ;  they  have  been 
bribing  and  corrupting  right,  left,  and  centre  ;  each  is  as  bad 
as  the  other,  so  I’ll  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  Election.” 
“  Now,  James,  take  my  advice  and  vote  for  Jervis  ;  I  give  you 
my  word  you  shall  never  regret  it.”  “  No,”  returned  James, 
still  firm,  “  that  I  won’t,  I’ve  decided  not  to  vote  at  all.” 
11  Don’t  be  in  such  a  hurry,  James  ;  there  is  plenty  of  time 
for  you  to  alter  your  mind.  Now  listen  a  moment.  You’ve 
built  yourself  a  nice  little  house  ;  but,  as  you  know,  I  hold 
a  mortgage  on  it  ;  now  don’t  you  think  it  would  be  very  nice 
if  you  had  no  interest  to  pay  on  that  mortgage  ?  ”  “Yes,” 
responded  James,  “  I  do,  but  I  am  not  going  to  be  bribed 
like  that.”  “  Now  don’t  decide  just  yet ;  look  here,  James, 
I  know  you  are  of  the  same  way  of  thinking  as  I  am.  I’ll 
put  the  business  to  you  like  this.  If  you  can  see  your  way  to 
go  and  vote  for  Mr.  Jervis  to-day  you  shall  have  the  deeds 
of  your  house  with  mortgage  and  interest  all  paid  off.  Think 
it  over  a  few  minutes.”  James  would  not  be  bribed  like 
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that.”  He  thought  it  over  a  few  minutes  ;  “  like  this  ”  ap¬ 
peared  different.  He  walked  up  the  street,  went  to  the  Hust¬ 
ings,  spoke  the  right  words,  and  the  deeds  of  his  house  were 
delivered  to  him  with  the  receipt  for  the  money  he  had  not 
paid.  The  house  was  now  his  own  unmortgaged  freehold. 

Perhaps  the  most  sensational  polling  incident  was  the 
voting  of  Charles  Feist.  It  had  been  freely  put  about  that  he 
was  going  to  do  something  extraordinary  at  the  Hustings  and 
a  great  crowd  had  collected  at  the  time  he  was  expected  to 
poll.  As  he  approached  the  Market  Square  from  East  Street, 
where  he  lived,  it  was  seen  he  was  still  gaily  decorated  in  Pink 
colours,  but  he  was  now  riding,  not  with  Mr.  Dickens,  in  his 
Pink  carriage,  but  ominously  !  by  the  side  of  Captain  Thomas  ! 
the  fiery  Blue  agent,  in  his  high  gig  !!  The  gig  was  preceded 
by  one  of  the  Bands  playing  “  See  the  Conquering  Hero 
Comes,”  but  we  regret  we  have  not  been  able  to  ascertain 
whether  it  was  the  Pink  band  or  the  Blue  band,  or  whether 
it  was  playing  (to  order)  in  admiration  or  derision  of  the 
“  Hero.”  His  oaths  and  statements  of  the  previous  evening 
had  got  generally  known  ;  but  such  was  the  want  of  confidence 
in  him  by  all  that  they  had  settled  no  one’s  doubts.  “  Here 
comes  Greenacre.”  “  Here  comes  old  Greenacre  ”  passed 
from  mouth  to  mouth  with  ironic  cheering,  counter  cheering, 
booing  and  hissing,  all  representing  a  curious  mixture  and  depth 
of  feelings.  A  smile  of  anticipated  satisfaction  seemed  to 
shape  his  countenance  as  he  approached  the  Town  Hall, 
and  he  appeared  to  brace  himself  up  for  the  grand  finale  as 
he  passed  through  the  whiteboys  to  the  Hustings. 

To  the  usual  question  put  to  him,  “  For  whom  do  you 
vote,”  “  I  vote  for  Mr.  Jervis,”  came  the  answer  in  a  loud, 
firm  voice  ;  and  then,  in  reply  to  the  astonishment  of  the 
Returning  Officer,  the  loud  execrations  of  the  Pinks  and  their 
references  to  the  colour  he  displayed,  he  shouted,  “  I  have 
Pink  outside,  but,”  opening  his  outside  coat  and  displaying 
a  large  Blue  rosette  pinned  to  his  white  waistcoat,  “  I  have 
Blue  nearest  my  heart,  and  that  is  the  colour  I  stand  or  fall 
by.”  At  the  same  time  as  he  uttered  these  words,  he  tore 
off  all  his  Pink  ribbons,  threw  them  in  the  mud  and  trod 
them  underfoot.  After  this  dramatic  climax  to  his  1847 
electioneering  ;  amid  the  howls  and  execrations  of  the  party 
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he  had  grossly  betrayed,  Feist  retired  to  the  “  Anchor  ” 
whence  he  dare  not  venture  forth  for  the  rest  of  the  day. 
From  conduct  such  as  this  to  crime,  and  from  crime  to  prison, 
were  but  natural  steps  to  such  a  man,  and  when  soon  after 
he  had  served  his  sentence  he  died,  he  left  no  family,  but 
had  earned  a  reputation  so  evil  that  it  was  execrated  for  fifty 
years  and  more. 

As  the  afternoon  wore  away,  the  voting  kept  pretty 
evenly  divided.  The  Town  Hall  clock  was  carefully  guarded 
to  prevent  its  being  tampered  with  as  a  means  for  providing 
time  for  the  recording  of  a  few  extra  votes.  During  the  last 
hour  Jervis  was  leading  by  eight  or  nine  votes.  Horses  were 
galloping  with  belated,  perhaps  rescued,  voters  in  traps  to 
and  from  the  Hustings.  Tom  Dendy,  with  the  price  of  his 
property  he  had  sold  to  Mr.  Jervis  in  his  pocket,  delivered  to 
that  gentleman  his  tarnished  vote  1  which  was  immediately 
counterbalanced  by  that  of  “  Honest  Tom  Lee  ”  who  had 
watched  for  his  man  all  day  and  who  now,  against  his  political 
leanings,  voted  for  Mr.  Fitzgerald.  In  the  last  few  minutes, 
when  the  Market  Square  was  packed  with  people  and  the 
crowd  was  very  pressing,  a  party  of  three  or  four  Pink  voters 
were  brought  up  to  poll,  together  with  several  others  whose 
names  were  not  on  the  register,  but  whom  Mr.  Padwick  had 
caused  to  be  brought  up  to  tender  their  votes  so  that  in  case 
of  a  petition  they  might  possibly  be  made  good  afterwards. 
In  front  of  the  Hustings  the  crowd  was  surging  to  and  fro, 
the  Pinks  pushing  their  party  forward,  the  Blues  pushing 
them  back.  Mr.  Padwick  himself  jumped  from  the  Hustings 
and  took  a  vigorous  share  in  the  running  free  fight  that  was 
now  taking  place  to  get  his  last  lot  through.  Some  two  or 
three  of  the  names  had  been  taken  down,  and  one  or  two 
others,  emulating  Feist,  had  torn  off  their  Pink  colours  and 
displayed  Blue  when,  amid  an  indescribable  din  and  chorus 
of  all  sorts  of  cheers,  groans,  and  hallooing,  the  town  clock 

1  A  gentleman,  writing  to  a  friend  respecting  Thomas  Dendy  after  the 
Election  was  over,  says,  “  He  voted  for  Mr.  Jervis — but  he  is  a  corrupt  fellow 
and  never  even  pretended  to  vote  on  public  grounds.  He  was  very  troublesome 
to  me,  and  I  kept  aloof  from  him  for  weeks  before  the  Election,  and,  as  far  as 
I  could,  prevented  any  of  Mr.  Jervis’  friends  from  calling  upon  him;  but  he 
forced  himself,  his  views  and  expectations  upon  us  constantly,  and  he  offered 
himself  to  be  bribed  first  by  us  and  then  by  our  opponents.” 
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struck  four.  It  was  then  found  that  the  Blues  had  polled 
164  votes  and  the  Pinks  155.  Mr.  Jervis  was  thereupon 
declared  by  the  Returning  Officer  Member  for  Parliament 
for  the  Borough  of  Horsham.  Both  candidates  addressed 
the  crowd.  Mr.  Jervis  said  but  a  few  words  of  thanks  for  his 
victory.  Mr.  Fitzgerald  confessed  that  he  appeared  before 
the  Electors  in  different  circumstances  to  those  he  hoped  for 
yesterday  ;  yet,  though  defeated,  he  was  not  despondent. 
He  alluded  to  the  degrading  conditions  attending  many  of 
the  voters  and  as  a  contrast  spoke  in  great  appreciation  of  the 
conduct  of  Thomas  Lee  whom  he  was  sure  everybody  must 
highly  respect.  He  called  for  three  cheers  for  “  Honest  Tom 
Lee  ”  which  were  heartily  given. 

Mr.  Jervis  and  his  friends  immediately  formed  up  and, 
headed  by  the  Dorking  band,  made  a  triumphant  march  round 
the  town.  Mr.  Fitzgerald  retired  to  Holbrook  about  6  o’clock. 
He  and  his  friends  afterwards  sought  consolation  at  a  grand 
Banquet  held  in  a  meadow  near  the  church  on  6th  August, 
at  which,  notwithstanding  their  defeat,  they  took  a  very  hope¬ 
ful  view  of  the  situation.1 

The  1847  Election  produced  a  small  crop  of  cases  for  trial 
at  Petty  and  Quarter  Sessions.  On  the  21st  August  of  that 
year  William  Lanham  Thomas  was  summoned  for  assaulting 
Police  Constable  Richard  Green  in  the  execution  of  his  duty 
at  the  meeting  at  the  “Anchor”  on  the  17th  June.  The 
Captain  was  fined  £2  and  costs.  For  the  assault  upon  the 
same  constable  on  Election  day  in  the  Pollard  melee  the 
same  Captain  was  sentenced  to  one  day’s  imprisonment  and 
fined  £5  and  costs.  The  case  in  which  the  same  William 
Lanham  Thomas,  Drew  Honeywood,  Frederick  Charles 
Blackiston,  Henry  Beck,  John  Clark,  Moses  Pickett,  James 
Boxall,  Flenry  Attree,  Henry  Lambert,  and  William  Mills 
were  all  summoned  for  “  unlawfully  riotously,  and  routously 
assembling  and  meeting  together  to  disturb  the  public  peace  ” 
and  for  “  entering  the  dwelling-house  of  William  Robert  Sey¬ 
mour  Fitzgerald,  Esq.,  and  making  a  great  noise,  riot,  dis¬ 
turbance,  and  affray  ”  was  withdrawn  upon  their  ample 
apology  and  payment  of  £20  to  charities. 

1  Among  the  six  special  singers  engaged  at  this  affair  was  Sims  Reeves, 
the  famous  tenor,  we  have  been  told.  A  special  band  from  London  was  also 
engaged. 


THE  BLUE  VICTORY 


399 


The  triumph  of  Mr.  Jervis  was  but  short-lived.  For  the 
present  he  had  got  his  seat,  but  he  had  neither  won  nor  secured 
it.  Both  candidates  had  forfeited  all  right  to  it  before  a  single 
vote  was  recorded,  and,  though  neither  of  these  estimable 
and  amiable  gentlemen  desired  or  anticipated  the  crooked¬ 
ness  of  the  course  that  had  been  taken,  both  had  to  pay  a  heavy 
penalty  for  it,  Jervis  now,  and  Fitzgerald  later,  and  both  had 
to  “  pay  the  piper  ”  for  tunes  that  neither  had  called.  The 
Pinks  at  once  decided  to  unseat  Mr.  Jervis  if  possible  ;  even 
when  the  heat  of  the  Election  had  cooled  off  and  they  had 
taken  stock,  this  determination  survived.  Upon  surveying 
the  ground  to  find  a  base  for  their  petition  they  seem  to  have 
recognised  in  the  “  treating  and  bribery  ”  phrase  that  im¬ 
mediately  offered,  a  vivid  reflection  of  their  own  doings  ; 
for,  to  paraphrase  a  statesman  of  later  date,  “  They  were 
good  judges  of  treating  and  bribery.”  The  vision  was  un¬ 
pleasant,  and  the  ground  looked  as  slippery  for  themselves 
as  for  their  opponents,  so  they  sought  further  for  data  and 
tried  to  find  them  in  alleged  illegalities  in  the  Revising 
Barrister’s  Court  ;  but  red  tape  was  of  no  avail.  They  were 
forced  back  upon  their  only  hope,  the  familiar  charge  of  treat¬ 
ing  and  bribery  ;  they  would  deprive  the  now  sitting  Member 
of  the  fruits  of  his  victory  by  proving  his  success  in  the  use 
of  the  very  means  with  which  they  themselves  had  tried  and 
failed. 

Mr.  Jervis,  it  is  evident,  was  undisturbed  by  the  threat  of 
a  petition,  for  in  reply  to  a  letter  from  one  of  his  supporters 
stating  “  There  is  a  report  here  that  the  Fitzgerald  party  in¬ 
tend  to  petition  against  your  election  on  the  ground  of  the 
illegality  of  the  Register,”  he  writes 

“  My  Dear  Sir, 

“  I  have  no  fear  of  a  petition  on  the  illegality  of  the 
Register  or  on  any  thing  whatever.  Whether  Fitzgerald 
wil?  petition  or  not  will  depend  in  a  great  measure  on  how 
far  his  rage  and  disappointment  at  defeat  may  have 
abated  before  the  meeting  of  Parliament.  I  think  you 
are  misinformed  with  regard  to  the  Revising  Barrister. 
His  authority  is  derived  direct  from  the  Judge  who 
appoints  him  ;  and  he  will,  I  expect,  hold  his  Court  at 
Horsham  during  the  present  month.” 
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But  this  fearlessness  did  not  last.  The  Blues  were  greatly 
perturbed  when  the  proceedings  were  instituted.  They 
raised  such  obstacles  as  they  could.  The  responsibility  of  the 
recognisance  was  questioned  and  other  objections  were  made 
on  trivial  and  technical  grounds,  but  these  were  all  swept 
down  on  the  day  appointed  for  hearing  them,  and  with  them 
down  went  also  the  hopes  of  the  Blues  of  holding  the  seat. 

The  petition  against  the  Return  of  Mr.  Jervis  was  pre¬ 
sented,  not  by  Mr.  Fitzgerald — who  well  knew  that  any  just 
allotment  of  blame  for  the  corruption  attending  the  contest 
would  equally  distribute  it,  six  to  one  side,  half  a  dozen  to 
the  other  ;  and  that  if  he  unseated  Mr.  Jervis  his  own  par¬ 
ticipation  in  guilt  would  preclude  his  claiming  the  seat — but 
by  some  of  his  chagrined  and  angry  supporters,  who  decided 
to  take  the  step  even  against  Mr.  Fitzgerald’s  wish.  Mr. 
Lintott  with  his  converted  zeal  still  aflame  was  very  eager 
for  proceedings,  and  expressed  his  willingness  and  pleasure 
to  guarantee  the  whole  costs  of  the  petition  ;  but  this  honour 
was  denied  him  by  Mr.  Bostock  and  Mr.  Padwick,  who  in¬ 
sisted  upon  sharing  responsibility  with  him.  Mr.  Padwick 
indeed  had  no  intention  of  paying  anything  towards  a  petition 
fund.  With  his  keen  legal  eye  he  saw  a  way  not  only  to  unseat 
Mr.  Jervis,  but  to  add  to  that  gentleman’s  discomfiture  by 
making  him  or  his  friends  pay  the  “  costs  thereof,”  and 
something  more  besides,  which  might  go  towards  the  liquida¬ 
tion  of  those  many  smaller  out-of-pocket  expenses  which  he 
and  some  others  had  thought  necessary.  Soon  afterwards 
an  arrangement  was  made,  by  which  it  was  agreed  that  if 
the  Pinks  would  confine  their  charges  to  treating,  and  not 
proceed  with  the  charges  of  bribery  and  corruption,  the  Blues 
would  make  no  defence,  but  would  give  up  the  seat  and  pay 
the  costs  of  the  petition,  estimated  by  Mr.  Padwick,  including 
the  margin  alluded  to,  at  £1,500.  This  arrangement  was 
perhaps  rendered  easy  to  make  with  the  Blues  by  the  fact 
that  the  name  of  the  Attorney-General  was  directly  connected 
with  the  charges  of  bribery  and  corruption,  and  their  with¬ 
drawal  relieved  him  from  a  very  unpleasant  and  undignified 
position. 

By  the  Act  of  Parliament  7  &  8  Vic.  Cap.  108  the  method 
of  choosing  Select  Committees  for  trying  controverted  election 
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cases  was  again  revised,  and  the  number  of  the  Committees 
reduced  to  five. 

^  A  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons,  consisting 

Lord  Courtenay,  Chairman, 

James  Milnes  Gaskell,  Esq., 

Richard  Brinsley  Sheridan,  Esq., 

George  Bankes,  Esq., 

Robert  Alexander  Adair,  Esq., 

was  appointed  to  try  the  case  and  sat  on  21st  March  1848 
and  the  two  following  days.  The  adherence  to  the  arrange¬ 
ment  made  between  the  parties  to  the  petition  left  the 
Committee  nothing  to  do  but  to  accept  a  little  undisputed 
evidence  of  treating,  and  to  declare  that 

“  John  Jervis  was  not  duly  elected  a  Burgess  to  serve 
in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham. 

“  That  the  last  election  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham 
is  a  void  election. 

“  That  John  Jervis  was,  by  his  agents,  guilty  of  treat¬ 
ing  at  the  last  election  for  the  said  Borough.” 

The  news  of  the  success  of  the  petition  was  made  known 
on  the  23rd  March  by  the  arrival  at  Horsham  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald 
and  his  friends  by  the  last  London  train  1  and  their  entry 
into  the  town  preceded  by  the  band.  After  a  procession  round 
the  streets  all  returned  to  the  “  King’s  Head,”  when  the  news 
and  Mr.  Fitzgerald  were  received  with  the  greatest  satis¬ 
faction  by  the  Pinks.  Commenting  upon  the  verdict  of  the 
Committee  the  11  Sussex  Advertiser  ”  2  says  : — 

“  It  has  been  notorious,  most  notorious,  that  the  most 
open  and  barefaced  corruption  existed  on  both  sides 
at  the  recent  Horsham  election.  The  proceedings  in 
this  Borough  were  the  theme  of  common  rumour  and 
universal  condemnation.  There  was  no  concealment — 
no  disguise,  indeed,  no  attempt  at  it.  If  one  travelled 
in  a  railway  carriage  the  ‘  doings  ’  of  Horsham  became 

1  The  Branch  line  from  Three  Bridges  to  Horsham  Station,  then  a  terminus, 
was  opened  for  traffic  on  the  19th  February  1848. 

2  28th  March  1848. 
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the  subject  of  conversation  the  moment  the  sight  of  Three 
Bridges  Station  suggested  the  proximity  of  that  im¬ 
maculate  Borough.  It  was  universally  known  that  there 
existed  no  distinctive  pre-eminence  in  vice  on  either 
side.  It  was  a  dead  heat  between  the  ‘  Blues  ’  and  the 
‘  Reds.’  If  one  party  demonstrated  at  the  ‘  Crown,’  the 
other  achieved  a  corresponding  display  at  the  ‘  Richmond.’ 
There  were  precisely  six  of  one,  half  a  dozen  of  the  other, 
and  it  was  frankly  admitted  by  thirsty  voters  that  it 
was  impossible  to  decide  on  which  side  the  balance  of 
drink  predominated.  Such  was  notoriously  the  state  of 
affairs  for  some  time  antecedent  to  the  Election  at 
Horsham.” 

The  “  Brighton  Herald  ”  1  says  : — 

“  The  electors  of  Horsham  have  been  disgraced  in  the 
face  of  the  Country. 

“  The  law  conferred  upon  them  the  honour  of  sending 
a  representative  to  Parliament.  And  how  did  they  dis¬ 
charge  that  duty  ?  By  selling  themselves  to  the  highest 
bidder.  By  wallowing  in  the  most  loathsome  vices  ;  by 
drunkenness  and  every  low  and  filthy  abomination  till 
the  whole  country  rang  with  the  excesses  perpetrated 
by  the  Horsham  electors. 

“  Mr.  Jervis  has  been  unseated.  We  rejoice  at  it. 
We  wish  .  .  .  that  every  Member  guilty  of  bribery 
either  in  himself  or  by  his  agents  were  turned  out  of  the 
House.  And  we  should  not  care  if  they  were  transported 
for  the  term  of  their  natural  lives  into  the  bargain. 

“  Why  did  not  Mr.  Fitzgerald  claim  the  seat  for 
Horsham  when  his  opponent  had  been ’unseated  ?  Oh, 
you  electors  of  Horsham  !  You  know  well.  You  know 
that  if  he  had  claimed  the  seat  his  Return  would  have 
been  petitioned  against  too,  and  that  not  only  would 
he  probably  have  been  unseated,  but  the  crimes  of  which 
you  have  been  guilty  would  have  been  seen  so  flagrant 
that  Horsham  would  have  been  disfranchised  .  .  .  and 
held  up  to  the  laughter  and  contempt  of  mankind,  so 
that  no  man  henceforth  should  call  himself  an  inhabitant 
of  that  place  without  feeling  his  cheeks  burn  with  shame.” 


1  1st  April  1848. 


CHAPTER  XVI. 


A  New  Election — The  Pink  Victory— The  Pink  Disaster — The  Attor¬ 
ney-General  at  Bay. 

After  three  months  of  speech-making  and  canvassing  and  the 
other  extraordinary  exertions  and  expense,  thus  ended  by 
alcoholic  shipwreck  the  victory  of  John  Jervis  at  the  ’47 
Election — the  most  drunken,  corrupt,  and  expensive  Election 
ever  held  at  Horsham,  and  one  of  the  most,  if  not  the  most, 
drunken  and  corrupt  in  the  Kingdom.  The  lurid  colours  of 
this  contest  were  reflected  across  the  floor  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  became  the  subject  of  debate.  Few  of  the 
Members  of  that  Parliament  could  boast  of  having  got  their 
seats  by  perfectly  clean  hands  ;  but  the  case  of  Horsham  was 
so  rank,  even  to  that  House,  that  the  issue  of  a  new  writ 
was  twice  negatived  and  a  pledge  was  extracted  from  the 
Prime  Minister,  Lord  John  Russell,  to  hold  a  Government 
enquiry  into  the  case.  In  part  fulfilment  of  this  pledge  he 
introduced  a  Bill  on  13th  April  1848,  “To  promote  further 
enquiry  into  Bribery  and  Corruption  alleged  to  prevail  in 
the  Borough  of  Horsham.”  This  Bill,  among  other  charges, 
refers  to  allegations  of  “  gross,  extensive,  systematic  and  notori¬ 
ous  bribery  before  and  during  the  said  Election,”  and  provides 
for  a  special  Committee  “  to  enquire  into  the  allegations  and 
report  thereon.”  “  I  am  disposed  to  think,”  writes  a  gentle¬ 
man  at  this  time,  “  that  the  Franchise  of  the  Independent 
electors  of  Horsham  is  in  a  precarious  state  and  that  it  is  a 
burdensome  excrescence  to  them.  They  should  inhale  a  little 
chloroform  and  allow  Dr.  Joseph  Hume  to  perform  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  taking  it  off.  The  tone  of  their  political  constitution 
would  be  much  invigorated  and  the  heavy  (legal)  fees  now 
paid  would  go  into  a  more  legitimate  channel.”  The  special 
Committee  was  never  appointed.  This  Bill  was  shortly 
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merged  into  a  larger  Bill  :  “  To  appoint  Commissioners  to 
enquire  into  the  existence  of  corrupt  practices  in  certain 
Boroughs,”  in  which  Horsham  was  scheduled  with  eight  other 
Boroughs.  Subsequently  the  Bill  was  further  enlarged — and 
then  dropped.  The  danger  of  disfranchisement  in  which  the 
Borough  had  stood  was  averted  bya  reversal  of  the  proceedings, 
for  on  Thursday  the  22nd  June  1848  a  new  writ  for  another 
Election,  though  opposed  by  the  Government,  was  moved  for 
and  obtained  a  majority  of  4 — 54  to  50. 

With  the  great  defeat  of  the  Attorney-General  and  the 
other  Blue  legal  luminaries,  the  successful  petitioners,  feeling 
assured  of  the  popularity  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  resolved  to  run  him 
again  as  their  candidate  for  the  new  Election.  They  considered 
that  as  he  had  not  claimed  the  seat  upon  the  result  of  the 
petition  he  had  not  laid  himself  open  to  recriminatory  charges 
and  was  therefore  eligible  to  stand  again.  Well  might  the 
local  Blues  have  echoed  the  phrase,  “  The  Lord  hath  delivered 
him  into  our  hands,”  when  they  heard  of  this  hasty  and  unwise 
decision  ;  for,  left  now  to  their  own  resources  and  discarding 
the  dangerous  and  disgraceful  methods  that  had  both  won  and 
lost  them  their  Member,  they  retained  enough  legal  prescience 
to  take  a  much  clearer  view  of  the  situation  and  to  obtain  the 
seat,  as  soon  as  the  candidates  were  nominated,  without  the 
necessity  of  getting  a  majority  of  votes.  In  expectation  of  an 
issue  of  the  writ  Mr.  Fitzgerald  issued  a  new  address  to  the 
Electors  on  the  24th  March  ;  and  on  the  same  day  a  new 
Blue  candidate,  in  the  person  of  Sir  Percy  Shelley,  also  issued 
an  address  as  prospective  candidate.  It  happened  that  on 
the  same  day  as  the  motion  for  the  new  writ  was  carried,  Sir 
Percy  Shelley  had  arranged  for  his  wedding' day  and  preferred 
his  prospective  honeymoon  to  his  chance  of  Horsham’s  seat 
in  Parliament.  The  Blues  therefore  sent  a  deputation  to 
interview  Lord  Edward  Howard,  second  son  of  the  Duke  of 
Norfolk,  and  asked  him  to  be  their  candidate.  “  No,”  he 
answered  to  this  invitation,  “  I  don’t  think  there  is  any  chance 
for  me  at  Horsham.”  11  But,”  replied  the  deputation,  “  we  can 
guarantee  you  the  seat  if  you  will  allow  yourself  to  be  nomin¬ 
ated.”  “  In  that  case,”  said  Howard,  “  I  have  no  objection. 
But  I  warn  you  that  I  refuse  to  spend  a  penny  more  than  the 
bare  legal  expenses.”  “  That  is  exactly  what  we  want  you 
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to  do  to  ensure  success,”  they  went  on.  “  Our  opponents  may 
proceed  in  what  manner  they  choose,  but  if  we  carry  out  our 
resolve  now  agreed  upon  the  seat  is  yours.”  Upon  this  under¬ 
standing  Lord  Howard  consented  to  stand.  The  Pinks  were 
certain  of  a  majority  of  votes,  and,  it  would  seem,  the  attain¬ 
ment  of  that  was  as  far  as  they  cared  to  look.  In  this  feeling 
of  security  they  held  their  opponents  cheaply.  The  Blues 
spent  no  money,  did  no  canvassing,  held  no  public  meeting. 
They  held  what  they  thought  the  master  card  and  kept  it 
back  for  use  on  nomination  and  polling  days.  There  was  no 
life,  no  drink,  no  bribery,  no  meeting  and  very  little  colour. 
A  few  Pink  flags  and  ribbons  were  exhibited  and  worn  in 
favour  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  but  the  Blues  did  not  trouble  to 
use  any  flag  or  any  colour  ;  and  so  the  contest,  if  it  can  be 
called  a  contest,  went  on  ;  the  whole  business  of  choosing 
Horsham’s  representative  for  this  Parliament  having  in  less 
than  twelve  months  provided  the  greatest  contrast  the  Borough 
had  experienced  in  electioneering  methods. 

Mr.  Rawlison  and  Mr.  Padwick  again  acted  as  agents  for 
Mr.  Fitzgerald  ;  and  Mr.  Cooper,  a  Brighton  solicitor,  acted 
as  agent  for  Lord  Edward  Howard. 

The  number  of  voters  on  the  Register  now  stood  as 
follows  : — 

Householders  .  .  .  349 

Burgesses  ....  3 

Total  .  .  352 

The  Hustings  for  this  Election  were  erected  on  the  gaol 
green,  about  where  the  bandstand  is  now,  in  consequence  of 
the  Quarter  Sessions  being  held  on  Election  day  at  the  Town 
Hall.  On  the  morning  of  Nomination  day,  28th  June,  “  The 
Right  Honourable  Edward  George  Fitzalan  Howard,  com¬ 
monly  called  the  Honourable  Lord  Edward  George  Fitzalan 
Howard,”  arrived  by  train  about  11  o’clock.  Afterwards 
accompanied  by  a  few  friends  he  proceeded  to  the  Hustings 
where,  after  the  usual  formalities,  he  was  nominated  by  Mr. 
James  Agate  and  seconded  by  his  nephew  Mr.  Henry  Agate. 
Mr.  Fitzgerald,  preceded  by  the  band  and  a  large  party 
of  his  supporters,  paraded  the  town  in  a  carriage  and  four 
and  afterwards  walked  to  the  Hustings.  He  was  nominated 
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by  Mr.  Lintott  who  made  a  speech  highly  eulogistic  of  Mr. 
Fitzgerald  and  quite  otherwise  of  Lord  Howard.  “  All  we 
ask  of  the  noble  Lord,”  he  said  in  finishing,  “  is  that  he  will 
remain  with  us  till  to-morrow,  when  at  4  o’clock  we  will  con¬ 
vince  him  that  he  has  no  more  chance  of  becoming  Member 
of  Parliament  for  Horsham  than  I  have  of  becoming  King 
of  the  Cannibal  Islands.”  After  which  Honest  Tom  Lee,  still 
in  disgust  of  the  Blues,  seconded  him.  Lord  Edward  Howard 
then  addressed  the  crowd.  Mr.  Fitzgerald  also  made  a  speech 
in  which  he  expressed  his  certainty  of  victory. 

Upon  the  nomination  of  these  two  candidates  the  Under- 
Sheriff,  Mr.  France,  who  again  acted  as  Returning  Officer, 
was  handed  a  written  protest  by  Mr.  Cooper  who  called  upon 
him  to  read  it.  This  the  Officer  declined  to  do,  saying  he 
thought  it  was  a  libellous  document  ;  whereupon  Mr.  Ash- 
downe,  a  young  Nonconformist  minister,  called  the  attention 
of  the  voters  present  to  the  protest  that  had  just  been  made 
and  stated  the  purpose  of  it,  viz.  that  Mr.  Fitzgerald  was 
ineligible  for  election  as  Member  of  this  present  Parliament 
on  account  of  the  bribery  and  corruption  by  himself  or  by  his 
agents  at  the  last  Election.  At  this  moment  a  portion  of  the 
Hustings  gave  way,  throwing  some  of  the  occupants  to  the 
ground  and  causing  considerable  confusion  and  excitement. 
The  incident  was  interpreted  as  a  good  omen  by  the  Blues. 
After  Mr.  Fitzgerald  and  Mr.  Padwick  had  both  denied  the 
allegations  of  bribery  and  corruption  the  Returning  Officer 
called  for  a  show  of  hands  which  he  declared  in  favour  of  Mr. 
Fitzgerald,  whereupon  Mr.  James  Agate  demanded  a  poll  on 
behalf  of  Lord  Edward  Howard,  and  this  was  fixed  for  the 
next  day,  between  the  usual  hours  of  8  A.M.'and  4  p.m. 

Before  the  opening  of  the  poll  the  Blues  placarded  the 
town  with  bills  containing  a  copy  of  the  protest  against  the 
candidature  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald  ;  and  at  the  opening  of  the 
poll  they  stationed  two  men  at  the  Hustings,  one  on  each 
side,  who  delivered  to  every  Elector,  as  he  approached,  a 
printed  copy  of  the  protest ;  if  he  would  not  take  it,  it  was 
thrust  upon  him,  laid  upon  his  arm  or  put  in  his  pocket ; 
so  that  he  could  not  say  he  had  no  knowledge  of  it.  The  bills 
and  leaflets  read  as  follows  : — • 
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To  Sir  Sotherton  Branthwayt  Peckham  Micklethwayt  Bar’t, 
Sheriff  of  the  County  of  Sussex  (and  to  Thomas  France,  his 
deputy)  the  Returning  Officer  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham, 
in  the  County  of  Sussex  : — 

“  Whereas  at  the  Election  of  a  Member  to  serve  in 
the  present  Parliament  for  the  said  Borough  of  Horsham, 
which  took  place  in  July  1847,  John  Jervis  Esquire  and 
William  Robert  Seymour  Fitzgerald  Esquire  were  candi¬ 
dates,  and  at  such  Election  the  said  John  Jervis  was 
returned  as  Member  elected  to  serve  in  this  present  Par¬ 
liament  for  the  said  Borough  :  And  whereas,  after  the 
said  Return  of  the  said  John  Jervis,  a  humble  petition  of 
certain  electors  of  the  said  Borough  was  presented  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  complaining  of  the  said  Election  and 
of  the  Return  of  the  said  John  Jervis  :  and  whereas  after 
the  presenting  of  the  said  petition,  a  Select  Committee  was 
duly  appointed  by  the  said  House  to  hear  and  determine 
the  matters  thereof  and  to  report  upon  the  same,  and  the 
said  petition  came  on  in  due  course  to  be  heard  and  tried 
before  the  said  Committee,  and  the  said  Committee  after 
duly  considering  the  said  Petition  came  to  certain  Resolu¬ 
tions,  which  were  in  substance  :  That  the  said  John 
Jervis  was  not  duly  elected  a  Burgess  to  serve  in  this 
present  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham  ;  and 
that  the  last  Election  for  the  said  Borough  was  a  void 
Election ;  whereupon  the  said  determination  was  ordered 
to  be  entered  in  the  Journals  of  the  House,  and  a  new 
writ  was  afterwards  ordered  by  the  House  to  be  issued 
for  the  electing  of  a  Burgess  to  serve  in  this  present 
Parliament  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham  in  the  room 
of  the  said  John  Jervis,  whose  election  had  been  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  void,  as  above  stated,  and  the  said  writ  has 
been  issued  accordingly.  And  whereas  the  said  William 
Robert  Seymour  Fitzgerald  has  declared  himself  to  be 
a  candidate  at  the  present  Election  of  a  Member  to  serve 
in  Parliament  for  the  said  Borough  :  Now  we,  the  under¬ 
signed,  Pilfold  Medwin  and  James  Angus,  being  electors  of 
the  said  Borough  of  Horsham,  do  hereby  give  notice  that 
before,  during,  and  after  the  said  last-mentioned  Election 
which  was  held  to  be  void  as  aforesaid,  the  said  William 
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altogether  went  up  from  Horsham  for  examination  on  the 
’47  Election,  and  after  seventeen  days  trial  the  Committee 
on  Friday  the  1st  September  resolved  : — 

“  That  William  Robert  Seymour  Fitzgerald  Esq.  is  not 
duly  elected  a  Burgess  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament 
for  the  Borough  of  Horsham. 

“  That  William  Robert  Seymour  Fitzgerald  Esq., 
being  a  candidate  at  the  Election  for  the  Borough  of 
Horsham  held  on  the  29th  July  1847  was,  by  himself 
and  his  agent,  guilty  of  treating  at  such  Election  ;  and  that 
the  said  William  Robert  Seymour  Fitzgerald  Esq.,  in 
consequence  thereof,  was  at  the  last  Election,  held  on 
the  29th  day  of  June  1848,  incapable  of  being  elected 
or  sitting  in  Parliament  for  the  said  Borough.” 

On  the  following  day,  Saturday,  the  Committee  met  again 
to  consider  the  claim  of  Lord  Edward  Howard  to  the  seat, 
and,  after  hearing  counsel  on  both  sides,  resolved  by  three 
votes  to  two 

“  That  the  Right  Honourable  Edward  George  Fitzalan 
Howard,  commonly  called  Lord  Edward  Howard,  is  duly 
elected  and  ought  to  have  been  returned  a  Burgess  to 
serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of 
Horsham.” 

The  news  that  Mr.  Fitzgerald  was  unseated  reached 
Horsham  on  Friday  evening  and  threw  the  town  into  something 
like  a  riot ;  the  greatest  excitement  prevailed  on  Friday  night 
and  Saturday  ;  stones  were  thrown,  windows  were  smashed, 
and  there  was  some  fighting.  The  Blues  exercised  their 
humour,  and  added  piquancy  by  hiring  their  band  to  play 
round  the  town  “  Idoky-poky,  winky  wum,  the  King  of  the 
Cannibal  Islands  ”  for  the  enjoyment  of  those  Pinks  who  had 
placed  confidence  in  Mr.  Lintott’s  Hustings’  prophecy. 

Mr.  Fitzgerald  thus  suffered  the  same  kind  of  shipwreck 
and  the  same  fate  as  Mr.  Jervis — two  shocking  disasters 
within  six  months — whilst  after  all  the  work,  worry,  anxiety, 
disgrace,  and  the  expenditure  of  scores  of  thousands  of  pounds  1 

1  We  have  been  told  by  several  people  who  remembered  the  ’47  Election 
that  it  cost  Mr.  Fitzgerald  £60,000 .  We  have  also  heard  £80,000 ,  and  from 
one  authority  71 100 ,000.  A  caustic  comment  on  this  extravagance  was  made 
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by  the  two  unseated  candidates,  Lord  Edward  Howard  with 
no  trouble,  and  no  expense,  took  the  honour.  The  whole 
business  seemed  to  prove  that  the  only  way  to  get  made 
Member  of  Parliament  for  Horsham  was  to  spend  no  money, 
do  no  canvassing,  take  as  little  interest  as  possible  in  the 
electors,  and  get  well  beaten  at  the  poll ;  for  Lord  Howard, 
representing  but  30  per  cent,  of  the  electorate,  occupied 
Horsham’s  seat  in  the  House  for  four  years. 

On  5th  September  following  the  Committee’s  determina¬ 
tion,  Lord  Howard  issued  a  soothing  address  to  the  constitu¬ 
ency  : — 

“  To  the  Electors  of  the 
Borough  of  Horsham. 


“  Gentlemen, 

“  In  performance  of  the  pledge  I  gave  at  the  last 
Election  for  your  ancient  Borough  I  petitioned  against 
the  Return  made  on  that  occasion  ;  and,  having  succeeded, 
I  have  been  returned  to  the  House  of  Commons  as  your 
representative. 

“  Whatever  irritation  or  angry  feeling  may  have  been 
produced  by  the  contest  and  petition  will,  I  sincerely 
hope,  now  subside. 

“Iam  deeply  grateful  to  those  whose  suffrages  have 
placed  me  in  my  present  proud  position,  and  I  assure 
the  whole  body  of  the  Constituency  that  it  is  my  earnest 
wish  to  win  the  good  opinion  of  all,  and  my  anxious 
desire  to  deserve  it. 

“  I  have  the  honour  to  remain, 

Your  obedient  Servant, 

E.  G.  F.  Howard. 


“  Norfolk  House,  , 

5 th  Sept.  1848.” 

Lord  Edward  Howard  sat  undisturbed  and  comfortable  in 
the  seat  he  had  obtained  so  luckily  and  cheaply  until  the 
dissolution  of  that  Parliament  on  the  1st  July  1852. 


bv  William  Dean,  Steward  to  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  when  in  1858  he  was  made  Under¬ 
secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs.  “I  hope,”  he  said,  “he  will  never  be  made 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.”  We  have  not  heard  any  estimate  of  the  cost  to 
Sir  John  Jervis,  but  it  was  suggested  (“  Brighton  Guardian,  5  th  July  1848) 
that  the  Treasury  was  involved  on  his  side  of  the  Election. 
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There  was  yet  one  more,  the  final,  stage  of  the  1847 
Election  to  be  trod  before  the  pious  hope  of  Lord  Howard 
could  be  realised.  Jervis  and  Fitzgerald,  each  having  ob¬ 
tained  the  seat  and  lost  it,  and  let  a  third  party  in,  took  stock 
of  their  respective  positions  and  prospects.  Sir  John  and 
his  son,  seeing  nothing  favourable  to  themselves  left  at  Hor¬ 
sham,  shook  its  dust  from  off  their  i-eet,  packed  up  their  traps 
and  returned  to  London  ;  followed  soon  after  by  Mr.  James. 
The  Pink  party,  finding  the  Borough  deserted  by  their  late 
principal  opponents,  and  in  view  of  their  successful  poll  of 
1848,  indulged  feelings  of  gratification  upon  their  prospect  of 
certain  victory  at  the  next  Election.  But  the  loss  of  their 
seat  left  them  also  with  desires  for  revenge,  and  they  sought 
satisfaction,  not  from  Lord  Howard  who  had  unseated  their 
Member  and  who  was  indeed  perfectly  safe  from  any  attack, 
but  from  the  original  authors  of  their  misfortunes,  the  Attorney- 
General  and  his  eminent  counsel  friend,  Mr.  James,  against 
whom  they  instituted  “  qui  tarn  ”  proceedings.  “  Election¬ 
eering  matters  at  Horsham,”  writes  the  gentleman  before 
referred  to,  “  at  this  time  appear  by  report  to  be  getting 
hotter  and  hotter  than  ever.  A  cargo  of  Wenham  Lake  ice 
might  be  a  serviceable  present  to  the  Borough  and,  I  have 
no  doubt,  to  some  parties  much  more  acceptable  than  a 
‘  qui  tarn  ’  action.” 

The  proceedings  separately  against  Sir  John  Jervis  and 
Mr.  James  for  bribery  and  corruption  at  the  1847  Election 
were  taken  in  the  name  of  one,  Newmarch,  a  nonentity,  and 
damages  in  each  case  were  laid  at  £10,000. 

The  cases  were  tried  at  the  Sussex  Assizes  at  Lewes  on 
21st  March  1849  before  Mr.  Justice  Wightman  and  a  special 
jury.  Serjeant  Shee,  Mr.  Chambers,  Q.C.,  and  Mr.  Ogle, 
Q.C.,  appeared  for  the  plaintiff  ;  Sir  Francis  Fitzroy  Kelley, 
Q.C.,  Mr.  Gurney,  Q.C.,  Mr.  Clarkson,  Q.C.,  and  Mr.  Peacock 
appeared  for  the  defendants. 

The  case  against  Mr.  James  was  taken  first.  There  were 
thirty-two  counts  in  the  declaration. 

From  the  facts  given  in  the  immediately  preceding  pages 
the  reader  will  conclude  that  there  was  no  lack  of  material 
from  which  to  make  the  charges.  Sir  Fitzroy  Kelley  ad¬ 
mitted  that  bribery  and  corruption  at  Elections  for  Members 
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to  Parliament  were  indeed  the  scandal  and  shame  of  the  age, 
and  that  there  was  no  manner  of  doubt  that  they  entered 
largely  into  the  proceedings  at  Horsham  in  1847.  Mr.  Jervis 
himself  had  paid  the  penalty  for  them  by  the  loss  of  his  seat, 
as  also  had  Mr.  Fitzgerald.  There  was  not,  however,  a  particle 
of  truth  in  the  allegations  against  his  clients.  If  convicted, 
they  must  be  ruined  ;  but  they  must  not  be  held  responsible 
for  the  acts  of  others.  A  very  large  amount  of  evidence  of 
the  admitted  treating,  bribery,  and  corruption  was  produced 
and  was  not  denied  ;  but  the  Judge  in  summing  up  the  case 
said  that  in  every  instance  given  there  was  an  insufficiency  of 
evidence  against  defendant.  He  mentioned  one  instance, 
that  of  Augustus  Montgomery  Blackiston  (a  Blue),  landlord 
of  the  “  Queen’s  Head.”  Blackiston  rented  a  field  of  one 
Gates  (a  Pink).  This  field  was  very  useful  to  him  at  Fair 
times  for  grazing  cattle  belonging  to  dealers  who  put  up  at 
his  house.  If  he  promised  to  vote  Blue  he  would  be  sure  to 
lose  his  field,  therefore  he  refused  to  promise  James  his  vote 
for  Jervis.  James  had  said,  “  Very  well,  if  you  will  not 
promise  we  will  have  some  entertainment  at  your  house.” 
There  was  no  evidence  of  a  promise  to  vote  in  return  for  a 
promise  to  have  entertainments,  or  vice  versa. 

The  Jury  after  brief  consultation  returned  a  verdict  for 
the  defendant,  and  the  plaintiff  was  non-suited. 

The  case  against  the  Attorney- General  ended  in  the  same 
way.  The  danger  that  these  two  eminent  persons  would 
suffer  that  punishment,  which  from  a  less  careful  adminis¬ 
tration  of  law  might  overtake  more  humble  folk  placed  in 
the  same  situation,  was  past.  Instead  of  punishment  they  had 
obtained  at  the  expense  of  the  Pinks  a  much-needed  white¬ 
washing,  and  it  must  have  been  with  feelings  of  great  relief 
that  they  at  last  in  legal  purity  found  themselves  free  from 
the  perilous  entanglements  in  which  their  reckless  and  dis¬ 
astrous  adventure  at  Horsham  had  placed  them,  leaving  the 
Pinks  and  the  Borough  to  recover  as  the  future  might  permit. 

Those  who  might  be  inclined  to  question  the  amazing 
statement  concerning  Mr.  Edwin  James  given  in  these  pages 
will  find  by  reference  to  a  short  biography  of  him  in  a  recent 
publication  1  that  they  are  quite  in  character  with  the  rest 

1  Ellis,  “  Fame  and  Failure,”  pp.  1-18.  His  doings  at  Horsham  are  not 
mentioned  here. 
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of  his  notorious  career.  He  was  nicknamed  by  Henry  Hawkins 
(afterwards  Lord  Brampton)  “  Necessity  ”  James,  because, 
said  Hawkins,  “  necessity  knows  no  law.”  His  ignorance  of 
Election  law,  however,  was  of  that  kind  with  which  some  Com¬ 
pany  promoters  (and  others)  ignore  the  eighth  Commandment. 
By  his  merits  and  genius  he  became  Q.C.,  Recorder  of  Brighton 
and  M.P.  for  Marylebone.  He  commanded  prodigious  fees, 
and  got  within  reach  of  the  pinnacle  of  fame,  but  his  disre¬ 
gard  of  law  and  contempt  for  ethics  denied  him  the  honour 
that  might  have  been  his.  By  unscrupulous  fraud  and  reckless¬ 
ness  he  brought  his  character  and  circumstances  so  low  that 
he  was  disbarred,  and  to  maintain  life  was  reduced  to  the 
necessity  of  picking  up  crumbs  that  fell  from  the  Law  Court 
tables.  In  1882  he  died  a  pauper. 


CHAPTER  XVII. 


The  1852  and  1857  General  Elections — The  1865  General  Election — 
Mid-Victorian  Politics — The  Blue  Bazaar. 

It  was  not  to  be  expected  that  interest  in  electioneering  at 
Horsham  would  be  maintained  at  the  high  level  of  1847. 

After  1849  there  was  a  great  subsidence  in  the  electoral 
tide  and  it  gave  no  signs  of  rising  to  anything  like  an  attractive 
height  again  for  nearly  twenty  years  ;  indeed,  it  never  after¬ 
wards  approached  the  high  water,  or,  to  speak  more  appro¬ 
priately,  the  high  lemonade  and  brandy  mark  of  the  scandalous 
affair  of  1847.  That  one  strong  element  of  jealousy  and  con¬ 
tention,  the  “  Independence  of  the  Borough  ” — which,  as  an 
object  or  excuse  to  be  fought  about  for  upwards  of  fifteen  years, 
had  raised  more  heat  and  froth  than  any  national  question- 
had  been  left  high  and  dry  and  was  never  reached  again. 

For  several  months  before  the  dissolution  of  the  1847 
Parliament,  it  became  known  that  Lord  Edward  Howard 
intended  not  to  seek  re-election  at  Horsham.  He  had  accepted 
the  offer  of  a  much  safer  and  more  congenial  seat  at  Arundel 
(a  seat  he  occupied  until  1868),  and  during  these  months 
rumours  had  been  current,  first  that  Mr.  Commerall  of  Strood, 
and  afterwards  that  Mr.  Walter  Burrell  of  Knepp,  would 
appear  as  candidates  ;  but  neither  of  these  rumours  was 
substantiated,  indeed  there  can  have  been  but  little  of  any 
truth  in  them  for  Mr.  Fitzgerald  had  not  relinquished  his 
intention  to  stand  again  as  candidate,  and  both  Mr.  Commerall, 
who  had  supported  and  voted  for  him  at  the  1847  Election, 
and  Mr.  Burrell  must  have  appeared,  if  at  all,  in  the  Pink 
interest. 

There  was  at  Horsham  at  this  time  a  branch  of  the 
“  National  Reform  Association  ”  which  advocated  every 
Radical  measure  that  had  not  already  become  law,  and 
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under  its  auspices,  a  meeting  was  held  at  the  Richmond  Arms 
Hotel  on  Monday  30th  June  1852  preliminary  to  the  Election, 
but  the  branch  was  not  a  strong  one,  the  meeting  was  poorly 
attended,  the  Blues  brought  out  no  candidate,  and  the  field 
was  left  quite  clear  for  Mr.  Fitzgerald  who  alone  appeared  to 
stand  for  the  seat. 

In  his  address  to  the  electors  dated  16th  June  1852,  Mr. 
Fitzgerald  claims  to  be  a  firm  friend  to  Civil  and  Religious 
Liberty,  but  a  firm  opponent  to  all  changes  which  foster  a 
democratic  spirit.  The  Corn  Laws  having  been  abolished 
he  cannot  assent  to  the  re-imposition  of  any  duties  on  the 
necessaries  of  life — he  does  not  think  they  could  be  proposed 
with  any  probability  of  success. 

On  Nomination  day,  Tuesday  the  6th  July,  Mr.  Fitzgerald 
was  escorted  from  Holbrook  to  the  Hustings  by  a  large 
number  of  his  supporters,  headed  by  the  Town  band,  and  met 
with  a  great  reception  in  the  “  Carfax  ”  and  the  Market 
Square  by  the  great  crowd  of  people — nearly  all  decorated 
in  pink — waiting  for  the  Election  to  take  place.  The  candi¬ 
date  and  his  supporters  were  received  by  the  Returning  Officer, 
Mr.  W.  Kennett  of  Brighton,  who,  after  going  through  the 
usual  formalities,  asked  for  nominations.  Mr.  Padwick  at 
once  proposed  Mr.  Fitzgerald  as  a  fit  and  proper  person  to 
represent  the  Borough  in  Parliament.  Mr.  Lintott  seconded, 
and  there  being  no  other  candidate  Mr.  Fitzgerald  was  de¬ 
clared  duly  elected. 

Mr.  Fitzgerald  then  thanked  the  electors  for  the  honour 
they  had  done  him.  He  felt  his  responsibility  and  would 
treat  their  confidence  as  a  great  trust  and  not  as  a  mere 
gratification  of  an  ambition.  He  reminded  them  that  they 
had  elected  him  unpledged  and  unfettered — an  independent 
Member,  but  afterwards  in  answer  to  a  question  by  Mr. 
Tredcroft,  pledged  himself  to  support  Lord  Derby’s  Adminis¬ 
tration  as  he  believed  they  ought  to  have  a  strong  Conserva¬ 
tive  Government. 

After  a  vote  of  thanks  to  the  Returning  Officer  the  meeting 
dispersed  “  in  an  orderly  manner.” 

Mr.  Fitzgerald  sat  as  Member  for  the  Borough  until  the 
dissolution  of  that  Parliament  on  the  30th  April  1857. 

At  the  ensuing  Election  Mr.  Fitzgerald  sought  re-election. 
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In  his  address  to  the  electors,  issued  on  9th  March,  he 
stresses  his  advocacy  of  Civil  and  Religious  Liberty  and  of 
National  Economy  ;  but  he  professes  Independence  and  is 
still  very  shy  of  committing  himself  to  any  party  political 
attitude.  Notwithstanding  this  colourless  address  he  was  well 
understood  to  be  a  Pink,  Conservative  in  principle,  and  it  was 
as  such  that  he  retained  the  hearty  support  of  the  Pinks  and 
attracted  the  opposition  of  a  Blue  candidate,  Liberal  in  prin¬ 
ciple.  This  was  Mr.  Scott,  a  gentleman  who  afterwards  came 
to  live  at  the  Nunnery,  Rusper.  In  his  address  to  the  electors 
dated  from  Cadogan  Place,  Belgravia,  also  on  9th  March, 
Mr.  Scott  announces  his  intention,  if  elected,  of  supporting 
Lord  Palmerston’s  Government.  He  is  in  favour  of  Reform  ; 
of  National  Education  ;  and,  though  a  staunch  Protestant 
Churchman  is  in  favour  of  relieving  dissenters  from  paying 
Church  Rates.  It  is  his  intention  also  to  support  liberally 
all  charitable  and  educational  institutions  in  the  neighbour¬ 
hood. 

Mr.  Dendy  Sadler  acted  as  agent  for  Mr.  Fitzgerald, 
Mr.  Medwin  acted  as  agent  for  Mr.  Scott. 

During  the  five  years  that  Mr.  Fitzgerald  had  sat  as  Member 
for  the  Borough  he  had  made  good,  as  much  by  his  earnest 
attention  to  his  Parliamentary  duties  as  by  his  behaviour  and 
deportment  as  a  generous  upright  country  gentleman.  He 
was  now  deservedly  popular  both  in  the  House  of  Commons 
and  at  Horsham,  and  against  so  formidable  an  opponent ;  with 
the  electorate  of  Horsham  now  cold  upon  the  matter  of  the 
Independence  of  the  Borough,  and  in  the  absence  of  any 
great  national,  or  even  local,  question  upon  which  their  fury 
might  possibly  be  revived,  Mr.  Scott,  a  comparative  stranger 
who  appears  to  have  been  devoid  of  the  driving  power  that 
animated  his  predecessor  at  the  Nunnery  in  fighting  th'e  Pinks, 
had  but  a  poor  chance  of  winning  the  seat. 

We  have  heard  of  no  incident  worth  particular  mention 
in  connection  with  this  Election.  There  were  free  drinks, 
there  was  drunkenness  of  course  ;  fighting,  and  a  new,  com¬ 
paratively  innocent  form  of  bribery— that  of  throwing  a  few 
sovereigns  by  Mr.  Scott  from  one  of  the  “  King’s  Head  ” 
windows  to  be  scrambled  for  by  the  mob.  But  there  was 
nothing  to  compare  with  the  doings  of  the  1847  Election. 
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The  Register  of  voters  stood  as  follows  : — 

£10  Householders  .  .  .  373 

Burgess  .....  I 

Total  .  .  .  -374 

On  the  27th  March,  soon  after  n  o’clock,  the  Nomination 
took  place  at  the  Hustings,  erected  as  usual  in  front  of  the 
Town  Hall.  There  was,  as  always,  a  large  crowd  and  a  con¬ 
siderable  amount  of  cheering,  counter  cheering,  hissing  and 
booing,  and  general  horseplay,  without  which  no  Parliamentary 
Election  at  this  period  was  complete. 

After  the  usual  preliminaries  the  Returning  Officer,  Mr. 
Stedman,  called  for  Nominations,  whereupon  Mr.  Lintott 
proposed,  and  Mr.  Padwick  seconded  Mr.  Fitzgerald  ;  Mr. 
Hurst  proposed,  and  Mr.  John  Honeywood  seconded  Mr. 
Scott.  In  his  speech  to  the  electors  Mr.  Fitzgerald  astonished 
many  of  his  supporters  by  saying  he  should  support  Lord 
Palmerston  (the  Liberal  leader)  if  he  brought  forward  measures 
of  progressive  reform  ;  that  he  was  decidedly  in  favour  of 
the  abolition  of  Church  Rates,  and  in  favour  also  of  Mr. 
Locke- King’s  proposals  for  the  extension  of  the  franchise.1 
Mr.  Scott  expressed  himself  favourable  to  Lord  Palmerston’s 
Government.  Nothing  could  be  more  disastrous  to  the  country 
than  a  Government  formed  by  the  party  supported  by  Mr. 
Fitzgerald.  When  he  told  them  Mr.  Fitzgerald  was  a  member 
of  the  Carlton  Club  he  thought  they  would  be  able  to  estimate 
that  gentleman’s  professions  of  regard  for  progressive  reform. 
The  members  of  the  Carlton  Club  were  known  as  the  enemies 
of  public  liberty  in  every  sense  of  the  word.  (Cheers  and  up¬ 
roar.) 

The  Returning  Officer  then  called  for  a  show  of  hands  for 
the  candidates  which,  amid  great  cheering,  he  declared  in  favour 
of  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  whereupon  Mr.  Medwin,  on  behalf  of  Mr. 
Scott,  demanded  a  poll.  This,  it  was  then  announced,  would 
take  place  the  following  day. 

Polling  commenced  at  8  a.m.  on  the  28th  March,  but  the 
day’s  tame  proceedings  were  a  foregone  conclusion.  By 

1  Mr.  Locke-King’s  Bill  (1851)  proposed  to  extend  the  £10  Borough 
franchise  to  the  Counties. 
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9  o’clock  Mr.  Fitzgerald  had  polled  39  votes,  double  the  number 
of  his  opponent’s  20  votes. 

At  10  o’clock  the  state  of  the  poll  stood 


Mr.  Fitzgerald  . 
Mr.  Scott 


97 

46 


Majority  for  Mr.  Fitzgerald  .  51 

At  11  o’clock  Mr.  Fitzgerald  had  increased  his  lead  and 
the  state  of  the  poll  stood  : — 

Mr.  Fitzgerald  .  .  .  .131 

Mr.  Scott  59 


Majority  for  Mr.  Fitzgerald  .  72 

This  majority  stood  until  after  1  o’clock,  but  at  2  o’clock  it 
had  been  reduced  and  the  poll  stood  : — 

Mr.  Fitzgerald  .  .  .  .161 

Mr.  Scott  ....  100 


61 


Majority  for  Mr.  Fitzgerald  . 

At  3  o’clock  the  Election  was  practically  over  when  the  poll 
stood  : — 

Mr.  Fitzgerald  .  .  .  .170 

Mr.  Scott  .  .  .  .114 

Majority  for  Mr.  Fitzgerald  .  56 

By  4  o’clock  six  more  votes  only,  three  for  each  candidate, 
had  been  given  and  precisely  at  that  hour  the  poll  was  closed  : — 
Mr.  Fitzgerald  .  .  .  173 

Mr.  Scott  .  .  .  1 17 


Majority  for  Mr.  Fitzgerald  .  56 

Mr.  Fitzgerald  was  declared  duly  elected  and  was  returned 
Member  for  Horsham.  After  addressing  the  crowd  and  thank¬ 
ing  the  Electors  for  again  returning  him  as  their  Member  he 
was  marched  in  a  procession  round  the  Town,  headed  by  the 
band  playing,  “  See  the  Conquering  Hero  ”  and  then  to  the 
station  whence  he  at  once  trained  to  London. 
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In  1858  Mr.  Fitzgerald  was  made  Under-Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  in  Lord  Derby’s  administration. 

The  Parliament  elected  in  1857  lasted  only  two  years  and 
was  dissolved  on  the  19th  April  1859. 

On  the  26th  June  1858  an  Act  was  passed  which  abolished 
all  property  qualifications  for  Members  of  Parliament.  Al¬ 
though  the  requirements  of  the  possession  of  property  to  the 
value  of  £ 600  per  annum  for  County  members,  and  £300  per 
annum  for  Borough  members,  had  been  grossly  evaded  by 
fictitious  qualifications,  and  it  was  estimated  that  about 
sixty  members  were  sitting  in  Parliament  without  possessing 
the  necessary  amount  of  property,  it  was  not  until  property 
qualifications  were  abolished  that  the  ubiquitous  carpet 
bagger  appeared  on  the  Hustings  and  in  Parliament.  At  the 
general  Election  of  1859  Horsham’s  first  candidate  of  this 
kind  promptly  appeared.  At  whose  request  this  individual,  a 
Mr.  A.  J.  Roberts  from  London,  sought  the  suffrages  of  the 
Horsham  electorate  no  one  appeared  to  know.1  He  issued  an 
address,  dated  21st  April,  from  the  “  King’s  Head  ”  Hotel, 
in  which  he  called  himself  a  Liberal  Reformer  and  advocated 
the  extension  of  franchise,  voting  by  ballot,  and  abolition  of 
Church  Rates  ;  but  unable  to  find  anyone  to  nominate  him 
he  disappeared  as  mysteriously  as  he  had  appeared,  and  on 
Nomination  day,  the  29th  April,  only  Mr.  Fitzgerald  stood  on 
the  Hustings  as  a  candidate.  He  was  proposed  by  Mr.  Lintott, 
seconded  by  Mr.  Padwick,  Junr.,  and  in  the  absence  of  any 
other  candidate  he  was  declared  by  the  Returning  Officer, 
Mr.  Stedman,  duly  elected. 

Mr.  Fitzgerald  in  thanking  the  electors  for  again  returning 
him  as  their  Member  to  Parliament  made  a  long  speech  on 
Foreign  politics,  appropriate  to  his  position  in  the  Government. 

The  meeting  dispersed  after  giving  hearty  cheers  for 
Mr.  Fitzgerald  who  entertained  his  supporters  at  a  dinner  in 
the  evening  at  the  “  Anchor  ”  Hotel. 

The  1859  Parliament  sat  for  very  nearly  its  full  term 
and  was  dissolved  on  the  6th  July  1865.  Mr.  Fitzgerald 
had  now  been  a  substantially  approved  candidate  for  eighteen 
years.  He  had  sat  continuously  as  Member  of  Parliament  for 
thirteen  years  where  he  had  made  for  himself  a  high  reputation 

1  Possibly  Mr.  Medwin,  his  agent,  knew. 
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as  a  speaker  and  debater  and  was  “  one  of  Disraeli’s  most 
effective  adjutants.”  1  At  the  general  Election  of  1865  he 
reappeared  as  candidate  for  the  sixth  consecutive  time.  But 
whilst  he  had  been  achieving  fame  in  the  House  plans  had 
been  laid  for  contesting  his  seat  at  Horsham,  where  lately 
his  popularity  had  suffered  a  severe  decline.  The  independent 
fortune  he  had  brought  with  him  to  Horsham  had  never  re¬ 
covered  from  the  fearful  inroads  made  upon  it  in  1847,  and 
he  was  unable  any  longer  to  ward  off  the  effects  of  his  extra¬ 
vagance  which  now  placed  him  in  debt  to  a  deep,  widespread 
and  alarming  extent.  In  this  impecunious  state,  bombarded 
with  writs,  and  harassed  by  creditors  who  surrounded  him 
at  Holbrook  and  chased  him  to  his  club  in  London,  he  had  to 
meet  an  opponent  of  quite  a  different  calibre  to  any  he  had 
met  before,  viz.  Mr.  Robert  Henry  Hurst,  son  and  grandson 
of  former  Members  of  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham. 
Besides  the  political  prestige  that  came  with  such  descent, 
Mr.  Hurst  inherited  the  great  territorial  and  landlord  in¬ 
fluences  which,  having  lain  in  abeyance  during  Mr.  Fitzgerald’s 
Membership  for  the  Borough,  were  now  brought  out  against 
him.  Canvassing,  which  had  almost  fallen  into  desuetude, 
through  the  strength  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald’s  position,  was  renewed 
and  vigorously  pursued. 

“  When,”  writes  an  indignant  Blue,  “  Fitzgerald  em¬ 
ployed  ladies  to  canvass  vote  they  were  out  of  place. 
When  the  ladies  pressed  for  vote  or  promises  it  became 
a  perfect  insult  to  the  voter.  When  an  old  lady,  appar¬ 
ently  70  years  of  age,  come  and  is  accompanied  by  a 
gentleman  in  the  commission  of  the  peace  who  is  frequently 
sitting  as  Judge  to  decide  our  Right  or  criminality,  I 
look  at  it  as  sapping  the  foundation  of  Society.” 

Reliable  indications  of  a  close  poll  soon  became  apparent, 
and  for  the  first  time  since  1847  Mr.  Fitzgerald  found  himself 
under  the  necessity  of  putting  forth  his  whole  energies  in 
order  to  save  himself  from  defeat ;  whilst  Mr.  Hurst,  in  the 
freshness  and  enthusiasm  of  his  first  candidature  for  Parlia¬ 
mentary  honour  was  ready,  nay  obliged,  to  use  every  weapon 
that  lay  in  his  power  in  order  to  attain  success  against  his 

1  McCarthy,  “  History  of  Our  Own  Times,”  Vol.  IV.,  p.  21. 
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opponent,  who,  as  an  offset  to  the  effect  of  his  unpleasant 
pecuniary  situation,  had  so  long  a  period  of  popularity, 
parliamentary  experience  and  service  to  his  credit. 

Mr.  Sadler  again  acted  as  agent  for  Mr.  Fitzgerald. 

Mr.  Medwin  acted  as  agent  for  Mr.  Hurst. 

We  give  verbatim  the  addresses  of  both  candidates  : — 

“  To  the  Independent  Electors  of  the  Borough 

of  Horsham. 

“  Gentlemen, 

“  Having  on  various  occasions  during  the  past  year 
made  it  known  to  you  that  I  should,  when  the  time  came, 
seek  again  at  your  hands  the  honour  of  representing  you 
in  Parliament,  I  have  delayed  addressing  you  until  the 
near  approach  of  a  dissolution  should  render  such  a 
step  necessary  on  my  part.  As,  however,  it  now  appears 
that  the  event  will  take  place  at  an  earlier  period  than 
was  anticipated,  I  can  no  longer  delay  requesting  at  your 
hands  a  revival  of  the  confidence  which  you  have  already 
in  three  successive  Parliaments  reposed  in  me. 

“  Having  been  Member  for  the  Borough  continuously 
for  thirteen  years,  it  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  enter  at 
length  into  a  statement  of  my  political  principles.  My 
course  in  Parliament  is  well  known  to  you.  My  speeches 
and  votes  are  before  you.  I  am  now,  as  I  have  ever 
been,  desirous  of  adopting  every  well-considered  improve¬ 
ment,  yet  opposed  to  all  such  rash  and  extensive  changes 
as  would  in  my  opinion  imperil  the  working  of  our  con¬ 
stitution.  I  am  the  firm  advocate  of  Peace,  and  I  shall 
always  support  a  conciliatory  policy  in  our  intercourse 
with  Foreign  Nations. 

I  believe  that  such  principles  have  met  hitherto  with 
the  approval  of  a  majority  among  you,  and  that  I  may 
look  with  confidence  to  the  prospect  of  again  for  the 
fourth  time  representing  those  by  whose  support  I  was 
first  enabled  to  take  an  active  part  in  public  life. 

“  I  have  the  honour  to  remain, 
Gentlemen, 

Your  faithful  servant, 

W.  Seymour  V.  Fitzgerald. 

“  Holbrook 

June  gth  1865.” 
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‘  To  the  Electors  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham. 
Gentlemen, 

“  A  dissolution  will  shortly  take  place  and  when  that 
occurs  I  intend  to  solicit  the  honour  of  becoming  your 
representative  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

“  My  political  principles  are  in  accordance  with  the 
views  of  the  main  body  of  the  Liberal  party.  I  should 
therefore  give  a  general  though  perfectly  independent 
support  to  Lord  Palmerston’s  Government. 

“  I  consider  that  a  national  Church  in  connection  with, 
but  subordinate  to  the  State  is  the  greatest  safeguard  of 
religious  liberty.  I  could  not  therefore  support  the  un¬ 
conditional  abolition  of  Church  Rates  but  I  look  upon 
the  present  state  of  the  law  to  be  a  great  evil  and  I  should 
promote  any  well-advised  measure  by  which  Members  of 
other  Religious  Congregations  might  be  relieved  from 
payment  of  Church  Rates. 

“  I  should  earnestly  support  all  measures  calculated 
to  promote  the  extension  of  Commerce  and  the  freedom 
of  trade,  and  I  should  advocate  the  utmost  economy  in 
the  national  expenditure,  combined  with  strict  adherence 
to  the  policy  of  non-intervention  in  the  affairs  of  foreign 
countries.  By  these  means  the  ability  to  raise  the  neces¬ 
sary  revenue  is  increased  while  unnecessary  taxation  is 
avoided. 

“  The  question  of  local  taxation  is  one  which  in  my 
opinion  demands  the  careful  attention  of  Parliament 
with  a  view  to  its  more  equitable  adjustment. 

“  I  think  that  the  Franchise  may  be  safely  extended  and 
if  done  gradually  it  would  I  consider  be  attended  with 
benefit  to  the  Constitution. 

“  I  need  scarcely  allude  to  your  local  interests  for  they 
are  so  completely  identified  with  my  own,  that  were  I 
actuated  by  no  higher  motive  than  self  interest  I  should 
never  lose  any  opportunity  of  advancing  the  prosperity 
and  promoting  the  improvement  of  our  town  and  neigh¬ 
bourhood. 

“  I  have  the  honour  to  remain, 
Gentlemen, 

Your  obedient  Servant, 

Robert  H.  Hurst. 

Horsham  Park, 

June  9th  1865.” 
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To  those  who  can  apprehend  the  great  weight  that  lay 
behind  the  movement  which  culminated  in  the  political  up¬ 
heaval  of  1832  ;  who  can  measure  the  great  reforms  carried 
out  by  both  Liberals  and  Conservatives  during  the  last 
generation  or  two  ;  and  who  can  see  the  differences  among 
the  whole  range  of  political  parties  in  the  House  of  Commons 
to-day,1  from  the  Tory  die-hard  to  the  Communist,  mid- 
Victorian  politics  must  appear  very  tame.  It  was  said  of  the 
Conservatives,  “  They  would  pass  Liberal  measures  which  they 
would  not  allow  Liberals  to  do  ;  and  when  Conservatives  got 
too  liberal  and  too  extravagant,  the  Liberals  again  came  out 
with  the  cry  of  economy.”  The  outstanding  national  question 
at  this  time  was  that  of  further  electoral  reform,  a  proposed  re¬ 
duction  of  the  household  qualification  for  the  Borough  fran¬ 
chise  from  £10  to  £6  ;  and  there  was  also  the  question  of  the 
abolition  of  Church  Rates  which,  locally,  at  this  time  was  in 
strong  agitation.  Conscientious  Dissenters  at  Horsham  had  for 
over  twenty  years  refused,  and  were  still  refusing  to  pay  these 
rates  and  were  having  their  goods  and  chattels  seized  and  for¬ 
cibly  sold  by  auction  for  the  satisfaction  of  the  demands  of 
the  Church  of  England.  Neither  candidate  was  in  favour 
of  the  extension  of  the  Franchise  to  the  £6  householders,  yet 
both  claimed  to  belong  to  the  party  of  progress  ;  Mr.  Hurst 
to  that  of  “  real  ”  progress,  Mr.  Fitzgerald  to  that  of  “  true  ” 
progress.  Mr.  Hurst  professed  to  be  a  follower  of  Lord 
Palmerston,  and  a  Liberal  standing  for  Peace,  Retrench¬ 
ment,  and  Reform.  Mr.  Fitzgerald  claimed  that  his  party 
had  more  than  once  saved  Lord  Palmerston’s  Government. 
The  term  “  Liberal,”  he  said  “  was  a  much  abused  term.” 
He  himself  claimed  to  be  a  member  of  the  Liberal  party  ; 
statements  made  with  some  justification,  since  in  his  desire, 
for  the  abolition  of  Church  Rates,  he  was  opposed  by  Mr. 
Hurst,  who  was  pledged  to  their  maintenance,  though  he  was 
in  favour  of  relief  to  Nonconformists.  Both  candidates 
began  to  put  a  good  deal  of  heat  and  determination  into  their 
resolve.  They  had  not  now  the  Independence  of  the  Borough 
as  a  slogan.  ’Twas  no  use  to  flog  that  old  dead  horse  ;  and  so, 
finding  not  enough  in  the  political  situation  to  fight  each 
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other  about  or  with,  and  having  practised  to  an  exhaustive 
degree  that  excessive  politeness  and  interest  in  the  petty 
details  of  the  voters’  lives,  their  wives  and  families,  their 
rheumatism  or  asthma,  even  their  children’s  rabbits  ;  without 
a  forward  look  they  reverted  to  the  same  methods,  though 
not  to  the  same  extent,  as  those  employed  in  1847.  The  doors 
of  public-houses  were  not  now  flung  wide  open  and  the  taps 
turned  full  on  as  then  ;  but  Horsham  was  still  a  very  thirsty 
Borough,  and  there  were  plenty  of  people  who  could  enjoy 
free  drinks,  covertly  provided  with  an  implied  obligation, 
quite  as  highly  as  those  given  eighteen  years  previously  with 
an  open  hand  unconditionally.  The  drunken  bout  that  ac¬ 
companied  this  Election  was  of  much  shorter  duration  and  was 
enjoyed  by  its  participators  in  a  much  quieter  way  than  in 
1847.  The  smallness  of  the  electorate,  too,  still  provided  an 
opportunity  for  the  candidates  to  resort  to  bribery  if  they 
so  chose  in  the  hope  of  its  having  the  desired  effect  on  the  poll, 
and  bribery  was  in  fact  resorted  to,  but  in  a  manner  and  to  a 
degree  so  modest  as  to  be  scarcely  worth  mention.  Instead 
of  houses  purchased  for  £l,000  or  £1,600,  and  duly  conveyed, 
we  hear  only  of  linnets  and  canaries  bought  at  £1  or  £2  apiece 
of  their  humble  owners — and  never  claimed.  Pictures,  too, 
common  prints,  worth  perhaps  sixpence,  adorning  cottage 
walls  were  purchased,  also  at  these  ridiculously  low  election 
prices — and  left  hanging  there ;  but  then  it  must  be  remem¬ 
bered,  that  a  cottager’s  vote  had  precisely  the  same  weight  as 
a  house-owner’s  vote  ;  and  further,  that  in  the  much  clearer 
electoral  atmosphere  at  Horsham  in  1865  when  neither  candi¬ 
date  possessed  a  huge  fortune  to  riot  with,  as  compared  with 
that  of  1847,  it  could  be  seen  that  the  promise  of  a  vote  in 
return  for  a  cask  of  ale,  or  obtained  by  goodwill  in  the  purchase 
of  a  canary  or  a  pretty  picture,  with  of  course  due  recognition 
of  the  fine  qualities  of  the  baby,  was  much  more  nearly  secure 
than  any  Mr.  James  had  got  by  his  hundred  bowls  of  punch 
distributed  at  the  “  Queen’s  Head,”  and  his  bag  of  gold 
given  away  in  a  back  room  of  the  Crown.  Indeed  the 
cheapness  and  the  better  quality  of  doubtful  votes  in  1865 
as  compared  with  those  of  1847,  when  they  cost  several  hun¬ 
dred  pounds  each,  must  have  provided  Mr.  Fitzgerald  with 
some  cutting  reflections  as,  hampered  with  debt,  he  struggled 
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against  Mr.  Hurst,  who,  since  that  notorious  contest,  had 
won  the  high  esteem  of  the  town  by  engaging  and  succeeding 
in  noble  efforts  to  repair  his  family’s  fortunes. 

The  Register  of  voters  showed  a  further  increase,  and  now 
stood  as  follows  : — 

£10  Householders  .  .  .  385 

Burgess  .....  I 

Nomination  day  showed  a  great  revival  of  electioneering 
interest.  The  one  contested  and  two  uncontested  preceding 
Elections  had  been  very  flat  affairs,  and  the  partial  revival 
of  good  old  times  brought  a  large  crowd  into  the  Carfax  for 
the  proceedings  on  Tuesday,  nth  July. 

At  the  time  appointed  for  Nominations  the  Hustings, 
placed  as  usual  in  front  of  the  Town  Hall,  was  crowded  with 
the  candidates  and  their  supporters,  and  the  Market  Square 
was  crowded  with  people  decorated  in  Pink  and  Blue,  about 
half  in  one  colour  and  half  in  the  other.  Mr.  Stedman,  the 
Returning  Officer,  presided,  and  after  the  usual  preliminaries 
called  for  Nominations.  Whereupon  Mr.  W.  Lintott  proposed 
Mr.  Fitzgerald,  “  who,”  he  said,  “  had  so  distinguished  him¬ 
self  as  to  command  the  respect  of  the  House  of  Commons  as 
well  as  the  people  of  Horsham.  If  Mr.  Hurst  were  returned 
it  would  be  a  lasting  disgrace  to  the  Borough.”  Mr.  C.  S. 
Dickins  seconded. 

Mr.  Henry  Michell  proposed  Mr.  Robert  Henry  Hurst  as  a 
fit  and  proper  person  to  represent  them  in  Parliament.  Mr. 
Hurst  had  lived  among  them  for  thirty  years.  He  would 
support  Lord  Palmerston’s  Government  which  had  brought 
them  such  prosperity  as  was  unparalleled  in  the  history  of 
the  country.  “  It  would  have  been  a  good  thing,”  he  said, 
“  if  the  town  had  never  seen  Mr.  Fitzgerald.”  Mr.  F.  W. 
Pigott  seconded  Mr.  Hurst.  Both  candidates  then  addressed 
the  crowd,  “  chipping  ”  each  other  in  the  process,  each  trying 
to  prove  that  there  was  a  great  difference  between  their  very 
similar  political  convictions  and  that  he  ought  certainly  to 
be  returned.  The  Returning  Officer  than  asked  for  a  show  of 
hands,  which  he  declared  in  favour  of  Mr.  Hurst.  Mr.  Lintott 
demanded  a  poll  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald.  The  demand 
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was  of  course  complied  with,  and  polling  commenced  punctu¬ 
ally  at  8  o’clock  the  next  mornings. 

o 

We  give  the  state  of  the  poll  as  shown  every  hour  : — 


For  Mr.  Fitzgerald.  For  Mr.  Hurst. 


At  9  A.M. 

•  45 

53 

) )  I®  >> 

.  86 

87 

»  11  >, 

.  108 

107 

,,  12  NOON  . 

•  132 

130 

»  1  P-M- 

•  139 

140 

>>  2  ,, 

•  145 

154 

>)  3  1! 

.  151 

160 

!)  4  )) 

•  159 

164 

announcement 

of  Mr.  Hurst’s 

Return  was  made 

amidst  the  greatest  confusion,  and  when  the  new  Member 
came  forward  to  return  thanks  the  cheering,  hooting,  and 
yelling,  and  the  hundreds  of  voices  calling  upon  friends  and 
foes  to  keep  quiet  prevented  all  but  a  few  words  being  heard. 
Mr.  Fitzgerald  said  that  although  his  opponent  had  won  by 
five  votes  he  did  not  believe  he  had  a  majority  of  good  votes, 
and  hinted  that  some  of  them  would  be  tested.  The  business 
ended  in  a  tremendous  uproar,  which  continued  for  some  time. 

The  disappointment  of  the  Conservative  party  at  Mr. 
Hurst’s  victory  was  very  deeply  and  widely  felt,  and  the  event 
was  the  occasion  of  some  comment  in  the  London  press. 

The  “  Saturday  Review  ”  :  “  The  most  serious  blow  which 
Lord  Derby  has  experienced  is  the  remarkable  defeat  of  Mr. 
Fitzgerald.” 

The  “  Globe  ”  :  “  The  great  loss  of  the  Conservative  party 
is  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  one  of  the  most  promising,  though  not  the 
most  modest,  of  the  party. 

The  11  Standard  ”  speaks  of  him  as  a  11  statesman  of 
eminence.” 

The  chagrin  of  the  Horsham  Pinks  at  Mr.  Fitzgerald’s 
defeat  was  no  less  keen.  Notwithstanding  the  unreal  success 
of  Mr.  Jervis  and  Lord  Howard’s  unnatural  Membership,  the 
Pinks  had  held  the  political  stage  of  the  Borough  for  seventeen 
years.  This  fact,  together  with  Mr.  Fitzgerald’s  occupation 
of  the  seat  continuously  for  thirteen  years,  appeared  to  some  of 
the  Pinks  almost  to  constitute  a  claim  in  perpetuity  to  the 


428  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  OF  HORSHAM 


representation  of  the  Borough,  and  gave  a  very  acute  edge  to 
their  feelings  in  handing  it  over  to  the  Blues. 

Mr.  Fitzgerald  presented  a  petition  against  the  Return  of 
Mr.  Hurst  in  which  allegations  of  bribery,  treating,  and  cor¬ 
ruption  were  made  ;  but  these  allegations  were  afterwards 
withdrawn,  and  the  subsequent  proceedings  were  resolved 
simply  into  a  scrutiny  of  some  votes  severally  alleged  to  be  bad 
on  both  sides. 

Meantime  the  Pinks,  to  console  themselves  for  their  loss, 
gave  a  grand  banquet  to  their  hero  on  10th  August  at  the 
“  King’s  Head.”  At  this  very  elegant  ceremony  the  guest  of 
the  evening  was  very  philosophic  and  in  excellent  spirits.  In 
a  long  speech  he  referred  to  the  deep  mortification  of  his 
friends  at  the  recent  turn  of  events,  and,  as  if  in  reference  to 
the  state  of  his  own  feelings  as  compared  with  those  of  the 
230  gentlemen  present,  remarked :  11  A  smiling  face  at  a 

funeral  is  the  sure  sign  of  a  legacy.”  The  important  appoint¬ 
ment  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald  to  the  Governorship  of  Bombay  soon 
afterwards  lent  some  prescience  to  this  very  apposite  remark 
and  afforded  grateful  compensation  both  to  him  and  his  many 
admirers. 

The  Pinks  also  afforded  the  town  some  amusement  by 
issuing  the  following  squib  : — 

For  private  circulation  only. 

THE  BLUE  BAZAAR, 

A  serio-comic  entertainment 
at 

Horsham  Park 

On  Thursday  September  21st  1865 
for  the 

Benefit  of  R.  H.  Hurst  Esq.,  M.P. 

Who,  by  special  permission  of  his  (very)  Ordinary 
Domestic  Chaplain,  Minister  James,1 

Will  Munificently  Bestow  all  Proceeds  of  the  sale 
in  aid  of  the  Fund 
for  the 

East  Window 
of 

HORSHAM  CHURCH. 

1  The  Rev’d  James,  Congregational  Minister  at  Horsham. 
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Principal  contributions  received  : — 

Mr.  Michell.  A  thousand  copies  of  his  famous  Hustings  speech 
(revised  and  the  personalities  fresh-pointed  by  the  Author) 
printed  in  letters  of  Blue  and  Gold. 

(A  high  price  ticketed  on  this  article.) 

Mr.  Chasemore.  A  photographic  Representation  of  the  Presenter 
as  he  appeared  dragging  to  the  Poll  the  Arch-Traitor  ;  the 
frantic  appeals  of  the  Victim  to  the  Police  for  help — vividly 
portrayed.  Time  3.37  p.m. 

(Taken  from  life  by  T.  Honey  wood.) 

Mr.  Bourner.  A  narrative  (highly  emblazoned  and  embellished)  of 
his  laborious  and  successful  exertions  on  the  12th  July,  with  a 
description  of  the  Tools  used  by  him  (very  graphic  but  soiled). 

(Cheap.) 

Mr.  Henry  Michell  Jun.— A  set  of  AUTOMATON  CHESSMEN 
turned  by  himself  (extremely  ingenious) — each  figure  being  a 
portrait  easily  recognized,  and  fitted  with  a  peculiar  Screw, 
with  which  it  is  made  to  move  when  wanted. 

(Already  purchased  by  me — ^50  R.  H.  H.,  M.P.) 

R.  H.  Hurst  Esq.  (M.P.),  an  historical  picture. 

Subject.—"  The  Gallant  Rush  to  the  Beer  Shop  to  carry  off  the 
Sexton.” 

(With  portrait  of  the  donor  heroically  charging  the  mob.) 

(Note. — The  Companion  Picture,  "  The  Sexton  Rescued  ”  rejected 
— R.  H.  H. 

F.  Pigott  Esq. — Fancy  sketch — 

“  THE  UNJUST  STEWARD.” 

(A  portrait.) 

Note. — "  The  Unjust  Steward  ”  sold  R.  H.  H. 

Jas.  Scott  Esq. — A  verbatim  copy  of  the  eloquent  Speech  delivered 
by  him  on  the  Hustings  in  1857.  Edited  by  Pilfold  Medwin 
Esq.  With  notes  by  the  Editor,  illustrating  and  amplifying 
the  peculiar  (hidden)  beauties  of  the  Speech. 

(Very  rare.) 

Mr.  John  Plumer. — A  nicely-balanced  Ledger  showing,  after  elaborate 
Calculations,  equal  profits  on  either  side.  (Neatly  bound  in 
neutral  tints.)  t 

(Highly  esteemed — by  Donor.) 

Mr.  Winckworth. — A  collection  of  anecdotes  (various)  and  Jokes 
(multifarious)  ancient  and  modern — chiefly  of  the  cutting  and 
satirical  kind,  but  not  sufficiently  pointed  to  be  mischievous. 
Two  portraits  of  the  Author  (one  with,  the  other  without), 
the  patent  muzzle  lately  worn  by  him— (very  curious)  Gor¬ 
geously  bound  in  mixed  colours  of  Red  and  Blue,  Chameleon 
pattern.  The  copyright  not  reserved ;  and,  the  Jokes  having 
been  published  already  (in  the  streets),  the  collection  will  be 
offered  at  a  low  figure. 
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Minister  James  (O.D.C.)  has  graciously  consented  to  read  a  (new) 
“  Bridgewater  Treatise  ”  edited  by  himself  (with  illustration) 
Title.  "  Bribery  and  how  to  do  it,”  as  read  a  few  weeks  since 
before  Mr.  Churchwarden  Bourner  and  a  select  and  admiring 
Audience. 

Note.- — The  Copyright  of  this  valuable  Treatise  (dedicated  by  per¬ 
mission  to  R.  H.  Hurst  Esq.  M.P.)  is  reserved  and  will  be  sold 
by  private  Treaty,  and  the  proceeds  handed  over  to  the  Libera¬ 
tion  Society. 

A  detachment  of  the  7th  Sussex  R.V.,  consisting  of  Private  H. 
Goldsmith,  will  attend  as  a  Guard  of  HONOUR,  and  upon  this 
occasion  (it  is  hoped)  he  will  command  himself. 

At  6  o’clock  p.m. 

MR.  JOHN  PLUMER 

will  have  the  honour  of  selling  by  auction  in  the  Park  the  whole  of 
the  Useful  and  Fancy  articles  remaining  unsold,  together  with 
a  nice  assortment  of 

UNREDEEMED  PLEDGES, 

Expressly  reserved  for  this  occasion. 

The  Rev.  J.  A.  Scott  has  kindly  offered  to  officiate  as  (Hon.)  Clerk 

to  the  Auctioneer. 

The  following  was  found  to  be  inadmissible  : — 

Presented  by  <• A  portrait  “  OLD  JOE  ”  as  he  sat  at  his 

MAJOR  POCOCK  door  (pipe  in  hand)  hurling  defiance  at 

and  -J  and  gallantly  repulsing  the  successive 

HENRY  FIGG  Esq.  attacks  of  the  Enemy  (who  sought  to 

t  tempt  him  to  break  his  word) . 

(Ticketed  five  guineas,  and  cheap  at  the  price.) 

Note. — Artistic,  but  subject  unpleasant.  Rejected  R.  H.  H. 

The  Committee  to  try  the  petition  sat  on  Tuesday 
the  17th  April.  The  business  was  of  an  uninteresting 
nature.  All  the  votes  tested  turned  upon  either  the  question 
as  to  whether  or  no  the  voter  was  the  genuine  tenant  of  the 
occupied  property,  or  upon  the  payment  of  rates.  We  give 
one  case  only,  that  of  Henry  Foreman,  who  voted  for  Mr. 
Hurst  in  respect  of  a  house  and  mill  called  Amies  Mill.  The 
property  belonged  to  Mr.  Nellthorpe,  of  Nuthurst  Lodge, 
who  let  it  to  Foreman’s  father.  About  ten  years  previously 
Foreman  got  his  name  on  the  rate  book  and  register  of  voters. 
He  had  taken  over  the  house,  and  land,  and  mill ;  had  paid 
the  valuation  money  to  his  father  ;  paid  rent,  rates  and  taxes  ; 


' 
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“  Bombay.” 

Sir  William  Robert  Seymour  Vesey  Fitzgerald,  K.C.S.I. 
Cartoon  published  in  “Vanity  Fair,”  2nd  May,  1874. 
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employed  and  paid  the  workmen  ;  and  dealt  with  the  produce 
as  his  own  property.  Mr.  Nellthorpe,  however,  gave  evidence 
that  he  had  not  recognised  the  son  as  his  tenant,  but  that  he 
always  received  the  rent  from  the  father.  It  was  contended 
for  the  petitioner  that  the  son  was  not  the  tenant  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Act,  and  the  vote  was  adjudged  to  be  bad. 

Only  eight  of  the  votes  were  examined.  On  Thursday  the 
19th  Mr.  Cook  said  that  he  had  gone  over  the  remaining  cases 
with  his  colleagues  ;  and,  in  view  of  some  of  the  decisions 
given,  had  advised  the  petitioners  not  to  proceed  further. 
The  result  of  the  petition  was  that  three  of  Mr.  Hurst’s  votes 
were  adjudged  to  be  bad,  leaving  him  a  majority  of  two  votes. 

By  these  two  votes  only,  Mr.  Hurst  held  the  seat  as  Member 
for  the  Borough  until  the  dissolution  of  that  Parliament  on 
nth  November  1868. 

On  his  departure  from  England  in  February  1867,  to  take 
up  his  duties  as  Governor  of  Bombay,  Mr.  Fitzgerald  was 
presented  with  his  portrait  in  oils,  subscribed  for  by  the  people 
of  Horsham  and  other  friends,  in  their  appreciation  of  his 
worthiness  of  the  honour  of  his  high  office.  Later  in  the  year 
he  was  made  Privy  Councillor  and  a  Member  of  the  Grand 
Cross  of  the  Order  of  the  Star  of  India  ;  and  in  1868  he  was 
knighted. 


CHAPTER  XVIII. 


Further  Enfranchisement — The  1868  General  Election— Result  of 

the  Poll — A  Tie. 

In  1867  a  further  stage  in  democratic  development  was  reached. 
The  Reform  Act  of  1832  had  abolished  the  monoply  of  Borough 
Parliamentary  representation  enjoyed  by  the  aristocracy  and 
landed  gentry,  but  it  had  extended  the  franchise  only  as  far 
as  the  middle  classes.  The  working  classes,  who  had  been  the 
strength  and  the  main  instrument  of  success  against  the  en¬ 
trenched  interests  of  the  old  system,  were  keenly  disappointed 
when  they  found  themselves  upon  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
denied  the  privileges  for  which  they  had  striven  and  saw  them 
handed  to  many  who  had  taken  no  steps  to  obtain  them, 
even  to  many  who  had  actively  opposed  the  Reform.  The 
collapse  of  the  Chartist  movement  had  diminished  but  had 
never  extinguished  the  hopes  or  the  efforts  of  those  who  had 
not  been  given  the  franchise.  Agitation  for  its  further  ex¬ 
tension  continued  with  more  or  less  enthusiasm.  Bright  and 
Cobden  took  up  the  cause.  The  Liberal  and  Conservative 
leaders,  Lord  John  Russell  and  Mr.  Disraeli  were  both  stimu¬ 
lated  into  active  favour  of  it  by  the  knowledge  that  if  the  one 
did  not  head  the  movement  the  other  would.  Reform  Bills 
were  introduced  in  1852  and  1854  and  1859*  in  the  House  of 
Commons  but  none  of  these  was  passed,  and  it  was  not  until 
August  1867  that  by  the  “  Representation  of  the  Peoples 
Act  ”  the  franchise  was  further  extended. 

By  this  Act  the  £10  household  qualification  was  abolished 
and  the  vote  given  to  every  Borough  householder  who  had  paid 
all  rates  due  and  had  not  received  Parish  relief  ;  and  to  all 
lodgers  whose  tenancy  was  of  the  annual  value  of  £10.  The 
twelve  months’  residential  qualification  was  retained  and  made 
applicable  also  to  lodger  voters.  This  new  Act  more  than 
doubled  the  number  of  electors  at  Horsham,  and  of  course 
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increased  the  amount  of  activity  and  excitement  with  which 
the  next  Election  was  anticipated. 

On  the  dissolution  of  Parliament  Mr.  Hurst,  the  retiring 
Blue  Member,  again  sought  election  in  the  Blue  or  Liberal 
interest,  but  Mr.  Fitzgerald  being  still  in  India  a  new  candi¬ 
date  had  to  be  found  by  the  Pinks,  who,  in  view  of  the  small 
majority  by  which  Mr.  Hurst  had  won  and  held  the  seat, 
could  not  let  pass  the  opportunity  of  wresting  it  from  him, 
of  doing  which  they  entertained  great  hopes.  They  brought 
out  Major  John  Aldridge  of  St.  Leonard’s  Park,  a  gentleman 
in  very  similar  circumstances  to  those  of  Mr.  Hurst,  a  native 
of  Horsham,  of  about  the  same  age  and  a  landowner  of  about 
the  same  extent.  Their  lands  were  contiguous,  they  were 
neighbours  and  friends,  they  moved  in  the  same  religious  and 
social  circles,  and  entertained  what  would  now  be  considered 
very  similar  political  ideas ;  indeed,  were  they  both  in 
Parliament  to-day  they  must  be  voting  every  time  in  the 
same  lobby.  There  appears  little  enough  difference  between 
these  two  candidates  to  provide  ground  for  a  severely- 
contested  Election.  No  great  political  issue  was  involved, 
and  so  far  as  politics  were  concerned  they  might  as  well 
have  raffled  for  the  seat  as  fought  for  it. 

Messrs.  Rawlison  and  Davis  acted  as  agents  for  Major 
Aldridge,  Mr.  Medwin  acted  as  agent  for  Mr.  Hurst. 

Major  Aldridge  in  his  published  address  to  the  “  Electors 
of  the  Borough  of  Horsham,”  which  is  too  long  to  reproduce 
here,  states  his  objections  to  the  proposed  disestablishment 
and  disendowment  of  the  Church  of  England  ;  and  also 
to  the  proposal  for  compulsory  education.  He  rejoices  that 
“the  present  Government  have  put  the  representation  of  the 
people  on  a  broad  and  constitutional  basis,”  but,  like  Mr. 
Fitzgerald,  mistrusts  the  democratic  spirit,  hie  will,  if 
elected,  support  the  Foreign  policy  of  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  Hurst,  who  is  also  against  disestablishment  and  dis¬ 
endowment  of  the  Church  and  against  compulsory  education 
in  his  published  address  regrets  that  the  Borough  should 
be  “  disturbed  ”  by  Pink  opposition  to  his  candidature 
exactly  as  his  opposition  to  Mr.  Fitzgerald  s  candidature  was 
regretted  in  1865.  His  address  is  without  any  other  particular 


434 


PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  OF  HORSHAM 


political  declaration.  The  electors  are  referred  to  his  repre¬ 
sentation  of  them  in  the  last  Parliament. 

The  large  influx  of  new  voters,  one  might  almost  say  the 
new  Constituency,  seemed  to  afford  a  good  opportunity  for 
determining  upon  a  new  and  improved  method  of  running 
the  ensuing  Election.  But  the  chance  was  missed.  Neither 
candidate  was  resourceful  enough  to  discover,  or  brave 
enough  (perhaps  we  ought  to  say  free  enough  of  his  supporters) 
to  use,  a  better  way  of  exercising  his  rivalry.  Certainly 
Major  Aldridge  was  not  one  to  be  shocked  by  the  methods 
pursued  by  Mr.  Hurst  and  his  rival  and  their  followers  at  the 
last  Election.  Drunkenness,  bribery,  corruption,  and  fighting 
therefore  were  the  familiar  lines  along  which  they  ran  what 
proved  a  very  close  race  to  the  poll.  One  may  wonder  by 
what  mad  arts  the  small  political  difference  between  these 
two  gentlemen,  otherwise  so  similar,  can  have  been  magnified 
to  such  an  extent  as  to  appear  to  voters  at  Horsham,  more  or 
less  respectable  and  quite  peaceful  at  non-election  times,  a 
sufficient  excuse  for  gross  interferences  with  one  another’s 
liberties,  for  breaking  one  another’s  heads,  and  indulging  in 
debauchery.  One  may  perhaps  conclude  that,  in  a  small 
dull  country  town  like  Horsham,  Parliamentary  Elections 
provided  almost  the  only  occasions  to  the  inhabitants  for 
letting  off  a  little  steam,  and  that  they  used  these  occasions 
as  a  licence  to  throw  away  such  self-respect  as  at  other  times 
would  cry  shame  to  them  for  such  behaviour. 

Canvassing  of  course  was  pursued  by  both  parties,  and,  as 
in  1865,  gave  indications  of  an  evenly-balanced  electorate. 
An  amusing  case  at  this  Election  was  told  us  by  one  of  the 
canvassers  who  called  upon  a  voter,  one'Gosden  living  in 
New  Street,  whom  he  knew  very  well,  to  solicit  his  vote  for 
Major  Aldridge.  Gosden  asked  his  visitor  in  and  readily 
promised  his  vote  as  requested.  Whilst  he  was  still  there 
Major  Aldridge  and  Mr.  Lintott  called  and  solicited  his  vote. 
He  gave  his  promise  to  them  also.  Soon  after  their  departure 
another  rat-tat  at  the  door  discovered  to  the  voter  further 
canvassers,  this  time  in  the  persons  of  Mr.  Hurst  and  Mr. 
Medwin.  Gosden  readily  promised  them  he  would  vote  for 
Mr.  Hurst.  When  they  had  gone,  his  friend  said  in  surprise, 
“  Why !  Gosden,  how  the  devil  are  you  going  on  now  ? 
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You’ve  promised  to  vote  for  both  sides.”  “  I  know  I  have,” 
replied  Gosden,  “  but  I’ve  only  promised  for  Mr.  Hurst  once. 
I’ve  promised  for  Major  Aldridge  twice,  so  I  shall  vote  for  him. 
I  wanted  to  get  rid  of  them.”  Gosden  voted  Pink  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  larger  number  of  his  promises.  Canvassing, 
in  fact,  was  much  more  largely  relied  upon  as  a  means  of 
persuasion  than  were  public  meetings,  and  but  few  meetings 
were  held. 

It  is  worthy  of  note  that  at  a  meeting  held  on  the  eve  of 
the  poll  Mr.  Hurst  announced  his  conversion  to  the  principle 
of  voting  by  ballot  at  Parliamentary  Elections  ;  a  conversion 
caused,  he  asserted,  by  the  amount  of  intimidation  practised 
by  his  opponents.  The  assertion  was  promptly  denied  by 
Major  Aldridge’s  Committee,  by  whom  counter  charges  exactly 
the  same  were  made.  The  truth  is  that,  at  every  contested 
Election  until  voting  by  ballot  became  law,  intimidation  was 
used  by  candidates,  as  well  as  by  their  agents  as  a  matter  of 
course,  to  an  extent  that  would  appear  preposterous  if  at¬ 
tempted  upon  the  present  day  electorate  with  its  possession 
of  the  ballot  box  and  almost  universal  suffrage.  “  Whom 
are  you  going  to  vote  for,  Knight?  ”  asked  a  canvasser  at 
this  Election.  “  I’m  going  to  vote  the  same  as  my  landlord, 
or  else  I  shall  have  to  go  out  of  my  house,”  answered  Knight. 

“  I  hope  Mr.  A.,  you  are  going  to  vote  for  our  candidate,” 
said  Mr.  L.  to  his  barber  as  he  entered  the  shop.  “  Well, 

no  Sir,  I  am  sorry  to  disappoint  you  but  - ”  “  Then  I 

will  never  come  into  your  shop  again,”  said  L.  and  with  that 
he  walked  out. 

The  Register  of  voters  stood  as  follows  : — 

Householders  ....  874 

Lodgers  .  .  .  .  .  5  . 

Burgess  .....  1 

Nomination  day,  17th  November,  was  rough  and  wet ; 
nevertheless  a  great  crowd  assembled  in  the  Market  Square, 
supposedly  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  legal  ceremony 
of  electing  a  Member  to  Parliament,  but  really  to  prevent  any 
such  business.  Both  sides  were  largely  represented  on  the 
Hustings,  erected  as  usual  just  outside  the  north  front  of  the 
Town  Hall.  Besides  the  Returning  Officer,  Mr.  Bedford, 
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there  were  the  candidates  to  make  their  speeches  and  their 
friends  to  propose,  second,  and  support  them.  Hundreds  of 
voters  and  followers  of  both  candidates  swarmed  round, 
determined,  it  seemed,  that  no  one  on  the  Hustings  on  the 
side  opposed  to  themselves  should  be  heard.  The  Blues,  as 
hitherto,  occupied  the  East  end  of  the  Hustings  ;  the  Pinks 
occupied  the  West  side.  The  “  King’s  Head,”  now  owned  by 
the  Hurst  family,  had  turned  its  colour  since  1847  and  was 
now  the  head  Blue  house,  whilst  the  “  Anchor  ”  had  also 
changed  its  colour  and  was  now  the  head  Pink  house.  Here 
the  upper  windows,  wide  open,  were  crowded  with  Pink  ladies 
cheering  their  side.  The  Blue  party  stood  a  compact  mass 
on  the  “  Anchor  ”  side  of  the  Square  bedecked  in  their  coloured 
ribbons.  The  Pink  party,  also  bedecked  in  their  own  colour 
stood  opposite  ;  it  almost  seemed  in  battle  array.  When  the 
official  Blues  started  speaking  the  unofficial  Pinks  hissed, 
danced,  and  booed  and  yelled  all  sorts  of  scandalous  and 
slanderous  irrelevant  personalities  at  the  Blue  candidate  and 
his  backers.  When  the  official  Pinks  essayed  to  be  heard  the 
unofficial  Blues  performed  similar  antics,  with  the  added 
enjoyment  of  clearing  the  ladies  out  of  the  11  Anchor  ”  windows 
by  well-aimed  and  swiftly  directed  rotten  eggs.  The  use  of 
stale  eggs  and  other  missiles,  bags  of  flour  and  soot  was  not  a 
monopoly  of  the  Blues.  These  were  part  of  the  electioneering 
stock-in-trade  of  both  parties  and  were  chiefly  applied  to 
occupants  of  the  Hustings.  “  I  can  well  recollect,”  states  a 
friend,  “  seeing  the  Rev’d  James,  Congregational  Minister, 
standing  up  on  the  Blue  side  and  expounding  his  idea  of  the 
appropriateness  of  the  connection  between  Nonconformity 
and  Liberalism.”  Mr.  James  was  a  well-trained  and  earnest 
speaker,  and  by  way  of  emphasis  accompanied  his  statements 
with  a  nearly  regular  and  not  ungraceful  movement  up  and 
down  of  his  right  forearm.  He  had  spoken  but  a  few  words 
when  he  received  his  first  Pink  egg  right  full  in  the  face, 
but  with  undisturbed  equanimity  he  proceeded  in  his  attempt 
to  enlighten  the  populace,  though  not  a  word  was  audible  a 
few  yards  away.  He  received  his  full  share  of  Pink  putridity, 
but  even  whilst  the  filthy  stuff  trickled  down  his  face  and  black 
clothes  he  continued  his  harangue  undaunted,  a  fine  example 
of  passive  defiance  to  the  end. 
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Major  Aldridge  was  proposed  by  Mr.  W.  Lintott,  Jun., 
seconded  by  Mr.  C.  S.  S.  Dickens. 

Mr.  Hurst  was  proposed  by  Mr.  H.  Michell,  seconded  by 
Mr.  F.  W.  Pigott. 

So  great  was  the  uproar  during  these  proceedings  that 
nothing  could  be  heard  either  of  proposers  or  seconders,  nor 
of  the  candidates  themselves. 

The  Returning  Officer  called  for  a  show  of  hands,  which 
he  declared  in  favour  of  Major  Aldridge  ;  whereupon  a  poll 
was  demanded  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Hurst. 

Polling  took  place  between  the  usual  hours,  8  a.m.  to 
4  p.m.,  the  next  day,  which  happened  to  be  Horsham  St. 
Leonard’s  Fairday  and  also  Market  day.  For  the  whole  of 
this  time  the  town  was  crowded  with  people  who  had  come 
to  the  fair  and  market,  and  the  Square  was  packed  with  people 
in  Pink  and  Blue. 

There  were  cases  of  kidnapping  at  this  Election  worth 
mention,  though  but  mere  shadows  of  1847.  One  Noah 
Wilson,  a  Blue,  was  captured  before  polling  began  and  put 
down  a  deep  well  recently  dug  for  a  new  brewery  (Dempster’s), 
right  opposite  the  entry  to  New  Street.  He  was  a  willing 
captive  and  sat  in  a  chair  smoking  his  pipe  all  day  long. 
He  was  given  a  roast  chicken,  a  bottle  of  wine,  some  beer,  and 
something  more  (the  amount  of  which  we  have  not  been  able 
to  find)  to  induce  contentment  whilst  in  the  well ;  and,  when 
late  in  the  afternoon,  he  was  visited  by  Mr.  Hurst,  the  candi¬ 
date,  who  had  heard  of  his  whereabouts  and  went  to  see  him, 
he  was  quite  resigned  to  his  indignity.  “  Wilson,”  shouted 
Mr.  Hurst,  “  you  promised  to  vote  for  me.”  “  So  I  did,  Sir, 
so  I  did  ;  but  I  don’t  see  how  I’m  to  do  it,  Sir  ;  we  shall  have 
to  find  out  who  put  me  down  here  !  ”  Mr.  Hurst  was  unable 
to  poll  his  man,  who  remained  at  his  low  level  until  after  the 
poll  was  closed. 

Another  case  was  that  of  Moses  Pickett,  a  postman.  Al¬ 
though  a  member  of  a  family  of  Blues  he  was  not  so  thoroughly 
blue  as  to  be  thought  by  the  Pinks  insensible  to  a  reasonable 
Pink  proposition.  He  was  asked  by  his  cousin  James  Fore¬ 
man,  a  Pink,  whether  for  a  substantial  consideration  he  would 
like  to  have  a  quiet  time  on  polling  day.  He  said  he  thought 
he  would.  He  submitted  to  be  put  under  lock  and  key  at 
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Foreman’s  bakehouse,  just  east  of  the  railway  bridge  in  East 
Street,  given  plenty  to  eat  and  drink  and  a  sum  of  money  by 
the  Pinks,  whilst  the  Blues  searched  the  town  for  him  without 
success.  He  did  not  vote.  Yet  another  case  was  that  of  one 
H.  Eason,  also  a  Blue.  One  of  the  Blues,  named  Hunt,  who 
was  deputed  to  bring  him  to  the  poll,  was  unable  to  find  him. 
Hearing  afterwards  that  he  was  a  captive  at  “  The  Bear,” 
a  beer-shop,  one  of  the  numerous  licensed  houses  which  at  that 
time  nearly  surrounded  the  Town  Hall,  Hunt,  full  of  determina¬ 
tion,  strode  there  to  rescue  his  man.  He  went  in  and  knocked 
at  an  inner  door  which  was  locked.  “  Who’s  that  ?  ”  asked 
a  sharp  voice.  “  I  want  to  come  in,”  answered  Hunt.  “  You 
can’t  come  in  here  ;  it’s  private,”  said  the  voice.  “  Can’t  I, 
by  G — d,”  replied  Hunt,  “we’ll  see;  I’m  after  Eason  and  you’ve 
got  him  locked  up  here.”  “  Yes,  they’ve  got  me  in  here  and 
won’t  let  me  vote,”  shouted  Eason.  Hunt  pushed  the  door 
in  and  found  Eason  drunk,  in  charge  of  two  of  the  Pink 
Committee.  Hunt  got  his  man  away  but  not  without  diffi¬ 
culty  nor  until  he  had  received  a  blow,  which  felled  him, 
and  had  given  one  in  exchange  (to  the  wrong  man,  as  it  turned 
out,  to  whom  he  apologised  and  paid  ten  shillings  compensa¬ 
tion).  However,  he  polled  the  rescued  vote. 

The  doubling  of  the  number  of  the  electorate  made  the 
polling  hours  a  very  busy  time.  A  little  relief  was  afforded 
by  the  fact  that  for  the  first  time  a  separate  polling  station  was 
provided  at  Southwater  for  the  convenience  of  those  voters 
who  lived  on  the  South  side  of  the  river.  These,  however, 
amounted  to  only  sixty-six  people.  The  voting  at  Horsham 
kept  remarkably  level  and  in  the  forenoon  was  very  brisk. 
At  12  o’clock,  half-time,  more  than  half  the  electorate  at  Hor¬ 
sham  had  voted,  and  the  poll  stood  : — 


Hurst  .....  281 

Aldridge  .  .  .  .271 

At  1  o’clock  it  stood  : — 

Hurst  .  .  .  .  -317 

Aldridge  ....  307 


Mr.  Hurst  maintained  his  lead  at  Horsham  right  up  to 
five  minutes  to  4  o’clock,  when  the  poll  stood  : — 
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Hurst . 357 

Aldridge  ....  344 

On  the  contrary,  Major  Aldridge  had  obtained  and  kept  the 
lead  all  day  at  Southwater  where  at  the  same  time  the  poll 
stood  : — 

Major  Aldridge  .  .  -35 

Mr.  Hurst  ....  23 

It  was  of  course  well  known  at  Horsham  that  the  dif¬ 
ference  in  favour  of  Mr.  Hurst  at  Horsham  was  at  least 
partly  balanced,  perhaps  overbalanced,  by  that  in  favour  of 
Major  Aldridge  at  Southwater  whence  messages  were  fre¬ 
quent  ;  and,  if  the  last  one  received  still  stood,  Mr.  Hurst 
was  leading  by  one  vote  only.  Just  before  the  poll  closed  at 
Horsham  the  Rev.  Mote,  Minister  of  the  Rehoboth  Chapel, 
approached  the  Hustings.  He  wore  no  colour  and  so  far  as 
was  known  was  under  no  promise  ;  but  being  a  Nonconformist 
minister  he  was  expected  by  all  to  vote  Blue.  However,  he 
went  to  the  Pink  side  of  the  Hustings,  and,  in  answer  to  the 
usual  question,  “  For  whom  do  you  wish  to  vote  ?  ”  to  the 
surprise  of  all  he  answered,  “  For  Major  Aldridge.”  His 
words  were  drowned  in  the  shouts  and  cries  of  “  Traitor  ” 
from  the  Blues,  whose  disappointment  was  accompanied  with 
abominably  rough  treatment  to  the  voter.  No  further  vote 
was  given.  The  poll  booth  closed  punctually  at  4  o’clock  at 
both  stations.  The  poll  at  Horsham  stood  : — 

Mr.  Hurst  ....  35 7 

Major  Aldridge  .  .  .  345 

It  took  half  an  hour  to  bring  the  Southwater  ballot  box  to 
Horsham  and  to  get  the  totals  ready  for  declaration,  and  it  was 
not  until  about  4.40  that  it  arrived  at  Horsham,  showing  for 

Major  Aldridge  .  .  -35 

Mr.  Hurst  ....  23 

and  the  final  and  complete  state  of  the  poll  was  declared. 
During  this  interval  each  party  issued  a  paper  showing  a 
majority  of  votes  in  its  favour. 

“  For  about  three-quarters  of  an  hour,”  says  a  contemporary 
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account,1 2  “  there  was  no  end  of  riot  and  confusion.  Squibs 
and  crackers,  rotten  eggs,  apples,  oranges,  and  even  stones 
nearly  as  large  as  one’s  fist  were  thrown  with  great  violence 
into  and  against  the  Hustings.  The  squibs  several  times  set 
fire  to  the  cloth-covered  seats  in  front  of  the  Hustings.  One 
or  two  gentlemen  got  severe  cuts  about  the  head,  and  one  of 
the  stones  hit  the  board  against  which  we  were  standing, 
within  a  few  inches  of  the  head  of  one  of  the  poll  clerks,  and 
we  deemed  it  prudent  to  shift  our  quarters.  The  Returning 
Officer,  Mr.  Bedford,  announced  that  the  number  of  votes  for 
the  candidates  was  equal,  being  380  each.  This  was  another 
signal  for  a  tremendous  hubbub  and  confusion.  Mr.  Hurst  said 
a  few  words,  but  what  they  were  it  is  impossible  for  us  to  say.” 

The  candidates  had  run  a  dead  heat  with  380  votes  each  ; 
the  Election  was  “  a  tie,”  and  the  Returning  Officer  made  a 
double  Return,  declaring  both  candidates  duly  elected.  Such 
a  very  unusual  result,  unique  in  the  history  of  Horsham, 
surprised  everybody  and  satisfied  none.  The  crowd  in  the 
Market  Square  of  course  was  the  centre  of  excitement ;  some 
cheered,  others  counter-cheered  ;  some  groaned,  others  again 
hissed  ;  every  licensed  house  round  about  the  Square  was  full 
of  people  ready  to  benefit  at  such  times  by  the  landlord’s 
willingness  to  draw  and  supply  liquor  gratis.  Drinking,  horse¬ 
play,  and  fighting  continued  until  well  into  the  evening  when 
a  Blue  mob  broke  away  and  going  Eastward  in  a  riotous  mood 
took  to  window  smashing.  Scarcely  a  Pink  house  was  left 
undamaged  between  the  “  King’s  Head”  and  the  Tanyard. 

It  is  interesting  to  read,  “  The  official  expenses  at  the 
contested  Election  for  this  Borough  were  on  Major  Aldridge’s 
account  £439  us.  3d.,  and  on  that  of  Robert  Henry  Hurst, 
Esq.,  £364  14s.  8d.  We  never  saw  an  abstract  of  Election 
expenses  incurred  by  the  two  candidates  for  this  Borough  in 
1847,  but  we  can  easily  imagine  that  the  total  of  the  two 
amounts  given  above  would  scarcely  reach  a  single  one  of  a 
string  of  items  in  the  ’47  account.”  * 

Both  Members  took  their  seats  in  the  House,  but  neither 
of  them  was  allowed  to  vote  pending  the  decision  as  to  which 

1  “  West  Sussex  Gazette,”  19th  November  1868. 

2  “  The  Horsham  Journal  ”  March  1869. 
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of  the  two  was  the  rightful  Member.  Each  party  petitioned 
against  the  other.  In  one  petition  Charles  Spencer  Scrase 
Dickens,  Esq.,  and  William  Lintott,  the  younger,  grocer, 
alleged — 

That  Robert  Henry  Hurst  was,  by  his  agents, 
guilty  of  bribery,  treating,  and  undue  influence. 

“  That  several  voters  voted  twice  for  Mr.  Hurst. 

“  That  several  voters  were  legally  disqualified  and  ought 
not  to  have  voted  for  Mr.  Hurst. 

“  That  several  voters  were  compelled  by  undue  in¬ 
fluence  to  vote  for  Mr.  Hurst. 

“  That  several  others  were  prevented  from  voting  for 
Major  Aldridge. 

“  That  several  votes  were  improperly  recorded  for  Mr. 
Hurst  that  were  in  fact  tendered  for  Major  Aldridge.” 

The  petition  of  Mr.  Hurst  against  Major  Aldridge  was 
couched  in  similar  terms. 

By  the  Representation  of  the  People’s  Act  of  1867  the 
Adjudication  and  venue  of  Election  petitions  were  removed 
from  Select  Committees  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  Judges 
of  the  High  Court.  One  Judge,  selected  by  rote, was  appointed 
to  each  case,  who  held  his  Court  in  the  Borough  in  which 
the  Election  had  taken  place.  Accordingly  both  petitions 
were  entered  for  trial  at  the  Town  Hall,  Horsham,  on  the 
20th  April  1869  ;  but,  before  the  trial  came  on,  application 
was  made  by  Dickens  and  Lintott  for  leave  to  withdraw  the 
petition  against  Mr.  Hurst,  ostensibly  on  the  ground  that  they 
“  are  advised  that  the  question  at  issue  will  be  decided  by  the 
result  of  the  petition — in  which  Mr.  Hurst  is  petitioner  and 
Major  Aldridge  is  respondent.”  The  application  was  granted 
and  the  Pinks  withdrew  all  opposition  to  the  Return  of  Mr. 
Hurst,  who  thereupon  took  his  seat  as  undisputed  Member. 
Each  party  was  ordered  to  pay  its  own  costs. 

Major  Aldridge  issued  an  address  to  his  supporters  in 
explanation  of  his  withdrawal.  “  I  have  been  induced  to 
take  this  course,”  he  says,  “  from  feeling  that  the  issue  of  the 
Petition  must  necessarily  be  extremely  uncertain,  and  that  I 
have  had  to  contend  against  a  recent  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Common  Pleas  which  invalidated  7  of  the  votes,  polled  in 
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my  favour,  of  householders  within  the  Borough  equally  en¬ 
titled  to  the  Franchise  and  deprived  of  it  upon  merely  techincal 
grounds  ;  while  several  votes  on  the  Poll  of  Mr.  Hurst  were 
given  by  persons  not  properly  entitled  to  take  part  in  the 
Election,  but  whose  votes  could  not  now  be  struck  off  owing 
to  their  having  been  unobjected  to  at  the  time  of  the  Regis¬ 
tration.  I  have  never  entertained  even  the  slightest  doubt 
of  being  able  successfully  to  rebut  any  charges  of  corruption, 
coercion,  or  improper  practices  brought  against  my  supporters, 
and  to  prove  conclusively  that  on  our  part  the  Election  had 
been  fairly  and  honourably  conducted  ;  but  with  the  issue 
so  doubtful  on  the  question  of  the  majority  of  legal  votes  on 
either  side,  I  have  considered  it  would  be  unjust  to  the  Con¬ 
stituency  to  renew  a  contest  which  might  create  an  ill-feeling 
amongst  the  Electors  of  the  Borough  of  different  politics,  which 
I  trust  at  present  does  not  exist.” 

Mr.  Hurst  also  issued  an  address  in  which,  after  thanking 
his  supporters,  he  says,  “  I  cannot  but  express  my  regret  that 
the  contest  should  have  been  so  long  kept  up  by  our  opponents 
who  must,  I  think,  have  been  convinced  from  the  first  that 
they  could  have  no  chance  of  success  upon  a  scrutiny  of  the 
votes,  and  that  their  charges  of  bribery,  treating,  and  undue 
influence  were  entirely  unfounded.” 

It  will  be  noticed  that  both  “  Members  ”  repudiate  all 
charges  of  bribery  and  corruption,  and  we  may  rest  assured 
that  neither  of  these  gentlemen  preferred  such  vices  to  straight¬ 
forward  conduct,  but  it  is  nevertheless  a  hard  fact  that  it 
was  not  until  very  stringent  electoral  conditions,  with  severe 
penalties  for  non-observance  of  them,  were  introduced  and 
forced  upon  their  attention,  and  until  the  electorate  had  been 
widened  to  such  an  extent  as  to  make  the  application  of 
bribery  practically  of  no  avail,  that  country  gentlemen  ceased 
to  spend  their  cash  in  seducing  and  corrupting  electors  ;  and 
money  so  spent  at  Horsham  certainly  did  not  stop  in  1865. 

But  further  information  in  respect  of  this  withdrawal 
reveals  another  similarity  in  these  addresses,  not  so  noticeable 
on  the  surface,  viz.  that  both  are  analogous  to  the  old  bogus 
title-deeds,  the  “  snatch-papers  ”  of  pre-reform  days,  in  that 
they  gave  reasons  for  the  withdrawal,  which  were  not  the 
real  reasons,  and  omitted  any  mention  of  an  understanding 
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between  the  parties  ;  which,  according  to  our  information 
was  the  real  reason.  The  Liberals  had  won  the  General 
Election  and  formed  a  strong  Government  from  which  Mr. 
Hurst,  already  Recorder  for  Hastings  and  Rye  since  1862, 
it  was  expected  would  receive  a  preferment  which  would 
necessitate  his  vacating  his  seat  in  the  House.  This  preferment 
would  certainly  be  withheld  from  him  if  the  petition  against 
his  Return  were  successful  ;  and,  further,  if  he  were  unseated, 
he  would  leave  Major  Aldridge  in  the  tantalising  situation, 
remembering  Fitzgerald  in  1847,  of  being  afraid  to  claim  the 
seat  himself  on  account  of  the  ease  with  which  the  Blues  could 
prove  those  charges  which  he  had  “  no  doubt  of  being  able 
successfully  to  rebut.”  By  proceeding  with  the  petitions 
both  Members  stood  to  lose  the  seat ;  by  withdrawing  the 
Pink  petition  both  stood  to  gain  it  one  after  the  other.  The 
way  out  of  the  difficulty  was  clear,  inexpensive,  and  mutually 
satisfactory.  Mr.  Hurst  was  to  have  the  seat  until  he  got  his 
preferment,  when  he  was  to  be  succeeded  by  Major  Aldridge 
without  opposition  ;  and  so  the  matter  was  quietly  agreed. 

In  view  of  the  double  Return  this  seemed  an  eminently 
fair  way  of  settling  the  business,  and  certainly  such  was 
the  high  regard  in  which  Mr.  Hurst  was  held  in  Horsham, 
that  no  one  would  have  begrudged  him  his  preferment. 
The  expected  preferment  however  did  not  materialise,  and  so 
Mr.  Hurst  continued  to  sit  as  Member  until  the  dissolution  of 
this  Parliament  on  the  26th  January  1874. 

In  1869  the  Pinks  formed  the  “  Constitutional  Associa¬ 
tion  ”  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  their  Members  together  and 
for  the  propagation  of  Conservative  principles. 

In  the  same  year  the  Blues  formed  a  similar  society  called 
the  “  Liberal  Registration  Society  ”  for  the  propagation  of 
Liberal  principles.  Mr.  Henry  Michell  was  elected  President. 
On  the  29th  June  1869,  a  grand  banquet  took  place  in  Horsham 
Park  for  the  double  purpose  of  celebrating  the  Return  of 
Mr.  Hurst  and  of  inaugurating  the  above  Society.  About  350 
were  present,  and  on  the  same  day  a  tea  and  entertainment 
were  provided  for  the  voters’  wives  and  children. 


CHAPTER  XIX. 


The  Ballot  Act — The  Teetotal  Election — Four  Candidates — The 
Skeleton — Marvellous  Conversions — Another  Petition. 

The  1868  Election  was  the  last  open  Election  at  Horsham. 
The  demand  for  the  ballot  had  never  died  down  from  the  time 
of  the  Reform  Act  of  1832  when  its  supporters  were  so  keenly 
disappointed.  In  every  Parliament  it  had  its  friends  by  whom 
proposals  for  its  adoption  were  frequently  and,  for  a  con¬ 
siderable  period,  annually  made;  but  it  was  not  till  1869 
that  it  entered  the  region  of  “  practical  politics  ”  when  a 
Select  Committee  reported  in  favour  of  it  as  a  safeguard  against 
“  corruption,  intimidation,  disorder,  and  all  kinds  of  undue 
interference  at  Elections.”  During  the  debate  on  the  Bill 
in  the  House  one  of  the  Members  opposing  open  nominations 
said  11  the  men  who  took  part  in  the  proceedings  were  chiefly 
prize-fighters  and  people  of  that  sort ;  ”  and  there  was  “  a 
general  agreement  to  roar,  to  hiss,  and  to  become  debased 
with  drink.”  The  speaker  knew  his  subject,  for  he  added  that 
he  had  spent  as  much  money  in  retaining  the  services  of  these 
“  gentlemen”  as  anybody  in  the  House. 

On  the  1 2th  July  1872  “  an  Act  (called  the  ‘  Ballot  Act  ’) 
to  amend  the  law  relating  to  Parliamentary  and  Municipal 
Elections  ”  became  law,  and  the  ballot  boxes  and  polling  places 
were  substituted  for  the  Hustings  ;  open  Nominations  were 
also  abolished.  Nominations  henceforth  were  to  be  made  in 
writing,  and  as  the  Nomination  papers  were  to  be  delivered 
to  the  Returning  Officer  or  his  deputy  indoors  by  the  candidate 
himself,  his  proposer,  seconder,  and  one  other  person,  all  the 
abominable  Hooliganism  that  had  become  as  certain  as  the 
open  Nominations  themselves  was  abolished  with  them. 

In  consequence  of  the  great  modifying  effect  of  the  Ballot 
Act,  the  general  Election  of  1874  was  the  most  quietly  con¬ 
tested  Election  at  Horsham  since  the  Reform  Act  of  1832. 
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Mr.  Hurst  again  appeared  as  Liberal  candidate  and  issued 
his  address  to  the  electorate. 

Sir  Seymour  Fitzgerald,  a  knight  now  returned  from 
India,  with  all  the  importance  derived  from  his  title,  also 
appeared,  now  for  the  seventh  and  last  time,  as  Conservative 
candidate  and  issued  his  address  to  the  electorate. 

Messrs.  Medwin,  Davis,  and  Sadler  acted  as  agents  for 
Mr.  Hurst. 

Messrs.  Bostock  and  Rawlison  acted  as  agents  for  Sir 
Seymour  Fitzgerald. 

In  his  address  to  the  electors  dated  24th  January  1874 — 
too  long  to  give  fully  here — Sir  Seymour  places  first  his  in¬ 
tention  to  support  proposals  for  a  reduction  and,  if  possible, 
the  abolition  of  the  income  tax.  He  expresses  himself  in 
favour  of  reform  of  local  taxation  and  of  modification  and 
amendment  of  the  existing  laws  relating  to  land,  the  preser¬ 
vation  of  game  and  other  things.  He  does  not  desire  to  see 
the  new  compulsory  education  laws  disturbed  and  he  does  not 
concede  to  “  the  so-called  Liberal  party  ”  the  monopoly  of 
the  desire  to  improve  the  existing  institutions  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Hurst,  whose  address  is  dated  27th  January  1874, 
simply  states  that  his  political  principles  are  unchanged,  and 
that  if  again  returned  to  Parliament  he  will  support  the  present 
Government  as  he  has  hitherto  done. 

By  his  several  years  efficient  discharge  of  the  duties  of 
his  high  office,  Sir  Seymour  had  recovered  all  his  old  prestige. 
Upon  his  return  to  Horsham  he  had  been  very  warmly  re¬ 
ceived  by  his  friends.  He  had  raised  again  to  its  former  height 
his  popularity  in  the  town  and  neighbourhood,  and  was  again 
flourishing  at  Holbrook.  This  high  tide  of  success  over¬ 
whelmed  Mr.  Hurst’s  prospects  of  retaining  the  seat  and  quite 
nullified  any  element  of  uncertainty  introduced  by  the  Ballot 
Act.  The  canvass  on  both  sides,  and  the  nature  of  the 
meetings  held  at  the  various  public-houses  every  evening  for 
the  week  before  the  Election,  discovered  in  advance  the  cer¬ 
tainty  of  a  Pink  victory. 

On  Saturday  the  31st  January  the  candidates  were  nomin¬ 
ated  in  the  Town  Hall  in  a  manner  that,  having  experienced 
the  attentions  of  a  hostile  crowd  at  the  Hustings,  must  have 
been  felt  as  a  great  relief  by  both  of  them. 


446  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  OF  HORSHAM 

Mr.  Fitzgerald  was  proposed  by  Mr.  H.  Padwick  and 
seconded  by  Mr.  W.  Lintott. 

Mr.  Hurst  was  proposed  by  Mr.  F.  W.  Pigott  and  seconded 
by  Mr.  J.  C.  Brown. 

Partisan  colours  were  worn  in  profusion,  and  flags  and 
banners  were  exhibited  in  all  the  streets  and  about  the  town 
by  the  more  demonstrative  politicians  ;  but  the  absence  of 
all  those  interesting  and  exciting  features  which  had  attended 
the  Hustings  left  a  void  at  this  Election  that  no  amount  of 
enthusiasm  for  Sir  Seymour  Fitzgerald  and  Mr.  Hurst  could 
fill,  and,  as  compared  with  the  Nomination  days  of  1847  and 
1868,  for  instance,  Nomination  day  of  1874  had  almost  the 
character  of  a  Bible  class  meeting. 

The  number  of  voters  on  the  Register  was  : — 

Householders  ....  952 

Lodgers  .....  2 

Burgess  .....  1 

Polling  day,  4th  February,  from  the  opening  of  the  poll 
at  8  a.m.  to  its  close  at  4  p.m  was  very  dull  and  eventless.  All 
the  voting  at  Horsham  was  done  inside  the  Town  Hall  instead 
of  outside  as  hitherto.  It  was  not  to  be  expected  that  drunken¬ 
ness  would  be  abolished  with  the  Hustings,  but  there  was  less 
of  it  and  less  acrimony  and  ill-feeling  than  at  any  previous 
Election.  After  the  close  of  the  poll  the  Pinks,  having  taken 
stock  of  the  voting  and  scenting  a  sure  victory,  crowded  their 
friends  and  supporters  into  the  Market  Square,  prepared  for 
a  demonstration  of  their  delight  upon  the  announcement  of 
their  recapture  of  the  Borough.  “  So  closely  packed  were  the 
people,”  says  a  contemporary  account,  “  that  it  was  next  to 
impossible  for  anyone  to  fall  down.”  1  The  result  of  the  poll 
was  declared  about  7  o’clock  by  the  Returning  Officer,  Mr. 
E.  I.  Bostock  : — 

For  Sir  Seymour  Fitzgerald  .  529 

,,  Mr.  Hurst  .  .  .  329 

Both  Sir  Seymour  and  Mr.  Hurst  addressed  the  crowd, 
but  the  shouting  and  yelling  made  it  impossible  to  hear  what 
either  of  them  said.  Mr.  Hurst  was  understood  to  say  that 

1  “  West  Sussex  Gazette,”  5th  February  1874. 
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he  had  been  grossly  deceived,  and  he  should  endeavour  to 
unravel  the  mystery  of  his  severe  defeat  in  the  best  way  he 
knew  how.  Sir  Seymour  was  pulled  in  his  carriage  round 
the  town  by  his  supporters.  It  is  pleasant  to  read  that 
“  though  the  cheering  was  deafening  it  was  a  remarkably 
quiet  election,  and  Pinks  and  Blues  mixed  up  together  at 
the  different  hotels  and  smoked  the  pipe  of  peace,  and  excepting 
a  little  chaffing  and  harmless  excitement,  there  was  nothing 
to  excite  particular  attention  or  surprise  anybody.”  1 

Sir  Seymour’s  new  and  decisive  victory  was  in  accordance 
with  the  verdict  of  the  country  generally,  which  returned 
a  strong  Conservative  Government.  With  this  Government 
also  Sir  Seymour  found  favour,  and  in  November  1875  he 
was  appointed  Chief  Charity  Commissioner,  a  permanent  office 
of  £ 2,000  per  annum,  the  acceptance  of  which  necessitated 
vacating  his  seat  and  consequently  a  bye-Election  at  Horsham. 

According  to  the  “  Manchester  Guardian  ”  it  was  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  general  expectation  that  Sir  Seymour  had  been 
given  the  office  in  return  for  a  promise  to  vacate  his  seat  in 
order  to  make  room  for  the  new  Solicitor-General,  Sir  Hardinge 
Giffard,  a  complete  stranger  to  Horsham,  who  had  recently 
been  unfortunate  in  his  attempts  at  several  places,  to  get  re¬ 
elected  upon  his  appointment. 

But  the  Horsham  Pinks  were  not  disposed  to  accept  this 
arrangement.  Upon  Sir  Seymour’s  resignation  they  felt 
under  an  obligation  to  advance  and  support  the  claims  to 
the  seat  of  Colonel  Aldridge,  who  (as  Major  Aldridge)  had 
politely  stood  off  for  the  benefit  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald  in  1874,  and 
he  therefore  at  once  came  out  as  the  Pink  candidate. 

Nothing  had  transpired  since  the  last  Election  so  far  as 
the  Pinks  could  see  to  weaken  their  hold  upon  the  Borough 
or  the  Government’s  popularity  in  the  country,  and  it  was 
therefore  with  complete  confidence  in  Colonel  Aldridge’s 
prospects  of  success  that  they  unanimously  endorsed  his 
candidature. 

The  Blues  were  unprepared  for  the  emergency.  Mr. 
Hurst  was  shy  of  the  great  majority  against  him  at  the  last 
Election.  Mr.  Stuart  Rendal,  son-in-law  of  Mr.  Hubbard, 

1  “  West  Sussex  Gazette,”  5th  February  1874. 
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a  Blue  of  Leonardslee,  and  Mr.  J.  C.  Brown,  a  wealthy  Liberal 
who  had  recently  taken  up  his  residence  at  Holmbush,  were 
both  named  as  prospective  Blue  candidates,  but  they  appeared 
even  more  reluctant  to  face  the  music  than  was  Mr.  Hurst ; 
who,  undoubtedly  the  best  candidate  the  Blues  could  find, 
under  their  warm  pressure  courageously  came  out  again  as 
their  champion,  a  champion  it  appeared  of  an  almost  forlorn 
hope  ;  for  so  sure  were  the  Pinks  of  holding  the  seat  that 
they  claimed  that  their  only  danger  lay  in  the  carelessness 
that  might  arise  from  their  feeling  of  security. 

Colonel  Aldridge  issued  his  address  on  the  27th  November 
1875. 

Mr.  Hurst  issued  his  address  on  the  29th  November  1875. 

In  neither  of  these  addresses  is  there  any  expression  of 
particular  political  conviction.  Colonel  Aldridge  promises  a 
steadfast  support  to  the  existing  Government,  Mr.  Hurst 
feeling  that  many  circumstances  that  contributed  to  his  great 
defeat  in  1874  have  changed  in  his  favour  has  determined,  upon 
receiving  strong  new  promises  of  support,  to  test  them  again. 
His  political  principles  he  repeats  are  unchanged. 

It  will  be  seen  that  the  political  similarity  of  Major  Aldridge 
and  Mr.  Hurst  in  1868  had  been  maintained.  Both  were 
then  against  compulsory  education,  both  were  for  maintaining 
it  now  that  it  had  become  law.  Both  were  then,  and  were 
again  now  against  disestablishment  of  the  Church.  Both  were 
against  the  latest  Radical  innovation,  viz.  the  Permissive  Bill 
which  Sir  Wilfred  Lawson,  M.P.  for  Carlisle,  was  then  trying 
to  engineer  through  Parliament  to  the  Statute  Book.  This 
Bill  proposed  to  give  to  the  majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  any 
district  power  to  veto  the  drink  traffic,  if  by  popular  vote  they 
expressed  their  desire  to  do  so.  Both  claimed  to  be  the  work¬ 
ing  men’s  candidate.  The  chief  difference  between  these 
two  lay  in  local  politics.  Colonel  Aldridge  was  opposed  to  the 
introduction  of  a  Local  Board  for  Horsham  ;  Mr.  Hurst  was 
in  favour  of  it.  Curiously  Mr.  Hurst,  the  Liberal,  was  decidedly 
against  female  suffrage  ;  Colonel  Aldridge,  the  Conservative, 
was  sympathetic  with  the  movement.1  Truly,  as  Mr.  Hurst 

1  It  is  interesting  to  note  that  a  petition  from  Horsham  in  favour  of  female 
suffrage  was  presented  by  Mr.  Forsyth  on  the  8th  June  1874,  to  the  House  of 
Commons. 
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remarked  at  a  meeting  held  on  the  4th  December,  “  The 
Conservative  party  had  got  very  Liberal,  and  some  of  the 
Liberals  had  got  very  Conservative.” 

Mr.  Arthur  Bostock,  of  Messrs.  Rawlison  and  Bostock, 
was  agent  for  Colonel  Aldridge  ;  and  Mr.  Hammond  Davis, 
of  Messrs.  Medwin  &  Co.,  was  agent  for  Mr.  Hurst.  Both 
these  gentlemen  were  for  the  first  time  each  acting  alone  in 
the  capacity  of  Election  agents  ;  each  took  a  course  which 
eventually  roused  both  Pinks  and  Blues  from  their  dissimilar 
apathies  and  brought  disaster  to  their  very  similar  candi¬ 
dates,  first  one  and  then  the  other. 

The  Liberal  party  at  Horsham  had  lately  taken  a  new  hue 
to  its  political  complexion.  There  had  been  for  some  years 
a  Temperance  Association  in  the  town  consisting  of  a  few 
amiable  and  well-meaning,  but  unaggressive,  people.  Al¬ 
though  professedly  non-political  and  non-sectarian,  nearly 
all  of  its  members,  by  coincidence  or  by  natural  affinity, 
were  Liberals  and  Nonconformists.  A  few  years  before  this 
Election,  in  1872,  there  had  come  to  Horsham  a  young  man, 
Mr.  Jury  Cramp,  who  started  in  business  as  a  watchmaker  and 
jeweller.  A  life  teetotaller  himself  and  the  son  of  a  life 
teetotaller,  a  conscientious  enemy  to  alcohol  from  the  cradle, 
he  was  full  of  energy  and  enthusiasm  for  the  Temperance 
cause  which  at  Horsham  he  found  organised,  it  is  true,  but 
going  much  too  slow  to  satisfy  his  ambitions.  He  infused 
new  life  and  activity  into  it  to  a  degree  it  had  never  before 
been  capable  of  sustaining.  Hitherto  its  meetings  had  been 
held  indoors  at  the  various  Nonconformist  chapels  and  halls, 
but  Mr.  Cramp,  supported  by  a  few  friends,  led  it  out  into  the 
open  air  on  the  Carfax  and  elsewhere,  and  began  a  determined 
assault  on  the  liquor  traffic.  The  new  movement  attracted 
a  lot  of  attention.  Brewers  and  publicans  and  their  friends 
obtained  much  amusement  and  sport  in  seeing  the  cold  water 
and  cocoa  advocates  roughly  treated  by  the  mob.  But  Mr. 
Cramp  was  not  one  to  be  frightened  or  deterred  by  bad  usage 
and  bad  language,  though  he  got  plenty  of  both  ;  he  perse¬ 
vered,  took  every  chance  and  lost  no  opportunity  of  advancing 
his  cause.  In  the  ranks  of  the  Conservatives  the  Temperance 
movement  had  no  friend.  Its  foremost  friends  were  Dis¬ 
senters  and  Liberal  politicians  in  and  out  of  Parliament ; 

29 
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and  now,  with  the  Radical  Permissive  Bill  before  the  House 
of  Commons  and  the  public,  it  was  with  a  keen  eye  on  tem¬ 
perance  legislation  that  Mr.  Cramp  brought  the  influence  of 
the  Horsham  Association  to  bear  upon  the  local  Liberal  plat¬ 
form. 

Mr.  Cramp  had  preached  every  doctrine  of  total  abstinence, 
and  the  virtues  and  benefits  of  this  Bill  in  particular,  with  all 
the  religious  fervour  of  a  “  Peter  the  Hermit.”  1  Not  a  Pink 
was  converted  ;  but  a  few  Pinks  were  charmed  with  the 
prospect  of  his  achieving  a  kind  of  success  he  neither  expected 
nor  desired,  viz.  a  split  in  the  Liberal  party.  For,  though  on 
the  one  hand  the  large  majority  of  the  Blues  were  hostile 
or  indifferent  to  the  Temperance  movement  and  Mr.  Hurst 
had  condemned  the  Permissive  Bill  as  a  “  tyrannous  measure 
that  ought  never  to  be  introduced  into  a  free  country,”  there 
were  many  Blues  who  were  hostile  to  the  fact  that,  except 
cathedral  cities,  Horsham  in  proportion  to  its  population 
contained  as  many  public-houses  and  beer-shops  as  any  place 
in  the  Kingdom  ;  and  they  were  not  indifferent  to  the  abomin¬ 
able  drunkenness  that  resulted  therefrom.  These  were  in 
favour  of  the  Permissive  Bill.  It  was  in  these  circumstances 
that  Mr.  Arthur  Bostock,  looking  at  the  Bill  from  an  entirely 
different  angle  from  that  of  Mr.  Cramp,  also  saw  in  it  what  he 
conceived  to  be  a  great  opportunity. 

After  both  the  above-named  candidates  had  been  running 
a  little  while,  holding  meetings  and  canvassing  the  voters 

In  the  midst  of  business  one  morning,”  says  Mr. 
Cramp,  “  I  had  a  visitor  from  London,  a  tall,  spare, 
imposing-looking  gentleman  aged  about  .60.  He  handed 
me  his  card  (his  name  was  Thomas  Richardson,  B.A.) 
and  informed  me  that  he  came  as  the  Representative 
of  the  Order  of  Good  Templars,  whose  regalia  he  was 
wearing,  and  had  come  to  find  out  what,  if  anything, 
was  being  done  in  regard  to  the  Temperance  question 
at  the  impending  Parliamentary  bye-Election  at  Llorsham, 
and  what  were  the  views  of  the  Candidates  regarding  the 
Permissive  Bill.  He  said  they  must  be  interviewed, 


1  He  is  still  so  preaching  to-day,  December  1924 
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and  invited  me  and  other  Temperance  advocates  to 
accompany  him  as  a  deputation.  This  was  arranged. 
We  interviewed  Mr.  Hurst  with  his  agent  Mr.  Davis 
at  the  ‘  Hurst  Arms  ’  Inn,  and  Colonel  Aldridge  with 
his  agent  Mr.  Arthur  Bostock  at  his  office  in  West  Street. 
Mr.  Richardson  questioned  the  Candidates,  and  failing 
to  obtain  any  promise  of  support  for  the  Permissive  Bill 
informed  them  that  as  third  candidate  he  should  fight 
them  both  on  this  question.  A  small  meeting  of  Tem¬ 
perance  workers  was  then  called  at  the  house  of  Mr. 
Burstow  in  North  Street,  when  Mr.  Richardson  announced 
that  he  would  stand  as  a  Temperance  candidate  if  he 
could  get  the  necessary  ten  householders  to  sign  his 
Nomination  paper.  I  agreed  to  propose  him  on  the 
understanding  that  none  but  Temperance  names  were 
added.” 

Mr.  Richardson,  who  was  also  said  to  be  a  Representative 
of  the  United  Kingdom  Alliance,  issued  his  address  on  yellow 
bills  to  distinguish  them  from  the  pink  and  blue  bills  of  his 
rivals.  He  announced  himself  not  only  in  favour  of  the 
Permissive  Bill  but  also  in  favour  of  Sunday  closing  of  public- 
houses,  the  gradual  extinction  of  beer-shops,  the  enfranchise¬ 
ment  of  women,  as  well  as  the  County  franchise,  Church 
disestablishment  and  disendowment,  and  all  other  Radical 
measures  then  known.  His  intervention  suited  the  Pink 
party  admirably.  It  also  had  the  effect  of  bringing  out  a 
fourth  candidate,  Mr.  William  Henry  Worth,  a  gentleman 
who  had  selected  Horsham  as  a  suitable  place  for  residence 
and  the  display  of  his  many  abilities.  He  launched  a  new 
local  newspaper  ;  organised  the  Sussex  poultry  show  and  the 
Horsham  Horticultural  Society;  and  initiated  a*  movement 
for  the  re-incorporation  of  the  Borough.  In  his  address  he 
announced  himself  both  “Liberal”  and  “Conservative”  and 
as  “  deadly  opposed  to  Teetotalism  and  all  other  absurd 
principles.”  He  was  a  self-sacrificing  man  and  suffered 
martyrdom  at  the  hands  of  the  Horsham  bench  of  Magistrates 
who  fined  him  for  a  too  realistic  demonstration  of  Ins  anti- 
teetotalism.  Afterwards  he  appears  to  have  thought  Colonel 
Aldridge  and  Mr.  Hurst  between  them  capable  of  dealing  with 
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the  teetotal  candidate,  for  he  did  not  proceed  with  his  own 
candidature.1 

According  to  present-day  political  nomenclature  Colonel 
Aldridge  stood  on  the  Right,  Mr.  Richardson  on  the  extreme 
Left ;  with  Mr.  Hurst  between  the  two,  much  nearer  the  Right. 

The  running  of  three  candidates  for  one  seat  was  a  novelty 
in  Horsham  Parliamentary  electioneering.  It  was  the  first 
time  certainly  in  its  history.  There  was  no  doubt  in  any¬ 
one’s  mind  that  Colonel  Aldridge  and  Mr.  Hurst  both  meant 
business,  but  there  was  a  widespread  belief  at  first  that  Mr. 
Richardson’s  candidature  was  not  a  serious  proposition.  “  It 
was  thought  to  be  but  an  Election  joke  ;  or  a  piece  of  vanity  ; 
or  perhaps  an  attempt  from  headquarters  to  advertise  the 
Temperance  movement,  to  be  followed  by  a  withdrawal  on 
Nomination  day.” 2  Mr.  Richardson,  however,  gave  no  support 
to  these  theories.  He  meant  business,  too  !  He  went  to 
work,  canvassed  for  votes,  obtained  Nomination  papers  and 
announced  he  would  hold  a  public  meeting  at  the  Town  Hall 
(he  would  not  use  a  public-house)  on  Friday,  loth  December, 
to  expound  his  principles. 

Whilst  Mr.  Richardson  pursued  his  canvass  on  total 
abstinence  lines,  Mr.  Bostock  went  in  the  opposite  direction. 
He  had  no  use  for  cold  water  as  a  means  of  obtaining  votes. 
Water  had  never  been  tried  before  at  a  Horsham  Election, 
whereas  he  knew  beer  had  been  a  very  potent  instrument  for 
that  purpose.  Horsham  was  one  of  the  least  likely  Constitu¬ 
encies  in  the  Kingdom  to  return  a  Member  to  the  House  of 
Commons  on  the  merits  of  Teetotalism,  and  none  knew  this 
better  than  did  Mr.  Bostock.  He  had  the  old-fashioned 
confidence  in  stingo  of  the  right  brew  and  sufficient  amount 
as  the  proper  liquor  for  floating  Members  to  Parliament, 
and  he  did  not  omit  to  supply  it.  He  called  his  sub-agent, 

“  S - ,”  he  said,  “  we  shall  have  to  distribute  some  beer. 

Do  you  know  of  a  safe  man  for  the  job  ?  ”  “  Yes,”  answered, 

S - ,  “  Mr.  Rewell  has  just  returned  to  Horsham  as  landlord 

of  the  ‘  Swan  ;  ’  he  is  the  very  man  for  it.”  S - conveyed 

lump  sums  of  money  to  Rewell,  who,  among  other  ways  of 
discharging  his  congenial  duty,  attended  the  Pink  public- 

1  The  likelihood  of  a  fifth  candidate  was  spoken  of,  but  he  never  appeared. 

2  Mr.  Jury  Cramp. 
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houses  with  a  free  hand.  He  was  a  tall,  pleasant-looking  man 
with  voice  and  manners  to  correspond.  “  Well,  Gentlemen,” 
he  would  remark  to  the  thirsty  and  independent  ones,  “  I’ve 
nothing  to  do  with  this  Election,  I’ve  got  no  vote.  If  I  had 
a  vote,  I  should  certainly  give  it  to  Colonel  Aldridge— What 
will  you  have  to  drink  ?  ” 

The  drinking  at  this  Election  as  at  all  previous  Elections 
was  accompanied  with  bribery,  but  the  large  number  of  voters 
and  the  circumstances,  we  may  say  the  disposition,  of  the 
candidates  prevented  its  being  diffused  very  widely.  A  Blue 
squib  published  read  as  follows : — 

“  Notice. 

“  Messrs.  Sawbones  continue  to  supply  their  gilt  and 
silvered  pills  until  after  the  Election.  They  are  a  sure 
and  effective  cure  for  any  one  who  has  a  tendency  to 
the  Blues.  To  be  taken  in  prepared  beer  which  can  be 
obtained  gratis  on  application  at  their  surgery. 

“  N.B. — None  genuine  unless  in  pink  wrappers.” 

We  have  been  told  of  individual  cases  of  a  few  pounds 
given  here  and  there  ;  of  silk  gowns  given  to  publicans’  wives  ; 
of  free  gifts  of  pheasants  to  voters  in  such  humble  circum¬ 
stances  that  their  chances  of  tasting  such  a  delicacy  could 
come  only  at  Election  times  unless  they  were  capable  poachers  ; 
and  we  have  been  told  of  fat  hogs  being  sold  by  Colonel 
Aldridge’s  farm  bailiff  at  a  remarkably  low  price,  a  few  pence 
each  in  fact,  to  other  voters  ;  but  free  beer  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  Temperance  question  as  a  dividing  block  between  the 
Blues  on  the  other  hand,  were  much  more  largely  relied  upon 
by  the  Pink  party  as  the  means  of  getting  their  candidate 
home  at  this  Election. 

The  Pinks,  fanned  by  the  breeze  created  by  Sir  Seymour’s 
success  and  popularity,  went  sailing  along  on  a  flood  of  alcohol ; 
the  Blues  and  Yellows  were  kept  in  rear  and  showed  no  sign 
of  gaining  on  their  rival.  The  excitement  in  the  town  since 
the  advent  of  Mr.  Richardson,  though  he  did  not  appear  to 
be  getting  much  support,  was  running  high  ;  but  it  was  on 
the  whole  good-natured,  hilarious,  jolly  horseplay  excitement. 
He  was  nicknamed  the  “  Skeleton  ;  ”  not  so  much  in  oppro¬ 
brium  as  in  playful  comparison  with  the  personal  appearances 
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of  his  rivals.  He  was  tall  and  thin  and  slightly  stooping, 
just  such  a  figure  as  one  might  expect  would  result  from  a 
diet  of  stale  bread  and  cold  water.  He  looked  as  if  he  might 
throw  off  his  flesh  with  his  clothes  without  making  much 
difference  to  his  weight.  Colonel  Aldridge  was  a  tall,  stout, 
upright,  typical  country  gentleman  whom  one  would  at 
sight  associate  with  a  full  board  of  game  and  wine  ;  Mr. 
Hurst,  also  a  typical  country  gentleman  of  fine  stature,  re¬ 
quired  only  top  boots,  knee  breeches,  swallow-tail  coat,  a  cut- 
down  pot  hat  and  a  hunting-crop  to  have  made  him  appear  a 
perfect  “  John  Bull ;  ”  England’s  representative  character  in 
the  flesh. 

Strong  warnings  and  effective  appeals  were  issued  from 
the  Blue  party  against  jeopardising  Mr.  Hurst’s  chance  of 
success  by  supporting  Mr.  Richardson.  When  therefore  Mr. 
Richardson  had  his  only  meeting,  on  the  one  hand  the  Town 
Hall  was  besieged  by  a  crowd  of  uproarious  moonshiners  bent 
on  mischief  and  fun  ;  on  the  other  hand  he  could  not  get  any 
supporters,  not  even  a  Chairman  for  his  platform.  Nothing 
daunted,  he  took  the  chair  himself  and  commenced  proceedings. 
The  room  upstairs  in  which  the  meeting  was  held  was  packed 
by  a  rollicking  crowd  who  enjoyed  themselves  singing,  jeering, 
joking,  shouting,  drowning  the  candidate’s  every  sentence 
except  one  which  was  heard  during  a  momentary  lull,  “  And 
that,”  he  said,  bringing  his  right  fist  with  a  bang  to  the  palm 
of  his  left  hand,  “  that  is  why  I  am  going  to  be  the  Member 
for  Horsham.”  Not  another  word  was  heard  from  him  that 
evening.  Pandemonium  reigned  to  the  end.  The  party  of 
mobsters  then  waited  for  the  Skeleton  to  essay  his  journey  to 
his  lodgings  in  Richmond  Terrace.  In  this  he  was  escorted 
by  the  police,  but  none  too  successfully.  When  he  reached 
his  door  he  was  almost  stripped  from  his  boots  upwards.  He 
had  no  hat,  and  his  trousers,  and  the  rest  of  his  clothes,  were 
in  tatters. 

A  facetious  but,  we  need  not  add,  imaginary  report  of 
Mr.  Richardson’s  speech  appeared  in  the  local  paper,1  of  which 
we  give  a  copy : — 

1  The  “  Horsham  Advertiser,”  15  th  December  1875.  This  paper  was  at 
this  time  run  by  Mn  Arthur  Bostock  and  supported  the  Pink  cause. 
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“  Gentlemen, 

“  Allow  me  in  commencing  my  address  to  you  as 
citizens  and  electors  of  the  good  old  Town  of  Horsham 
to  begin  by  some  reference  to  my  Rivals  in  the  Contest ; 
and  first  I  desire  to  present  my  compliments  to  Mr. 
Worth  who  has  so  kindly  stepped  out  of  my  way.  I  regret 
I  have  not  the  honour  of  that  gentleman’s  acquaintance, 
but  I  presume  him  to  be  a  gentleman  and  a  scholar  as 
he  adorns  his  address  with  a  Latin  quotation  ‘  Nemo  me 
impune  lacessit  ’  which  I  will  translate  for  you  ‘  No  one 
suspects  me  of  teetotalism.’  Oh  !!  I  have  made  a  mis¬ 
take  ?  Then  it  must  mean  ‘  Nothing  like  my  impudence  ’ 
(interruption  very  great).  I  understand  the  lively  im¬ 
agination  of  my  kind  friends  has  been  exercised  to  the 
extent  of  proposing  a  new  way  of  choosing  a  representa¬ 
tive  of  Horsham,  viz.  by  a  grand  swimming  match  or 
trial  by  water.  Perhaps  I  might  be  got  to  agree  to  that 
ordeal  as  readily  as  the  other  candidates  ;  only  !!  fair 
play  and  no  favour,  all  start  alike,  and  no  pelting  the 
swimmers.” 

After  he  had  given  remarks  upon  disestablishment  and 
the  licensing  question,  “  Some  one  in  the  Hall  proposed  that 
Mr.  Richardson  is  not  a  fit  and  proper  person,  etc.  etc  !  ” 
“  After  vainly  attempting  a  reply,”  states  Mr.  Richardson, 
“  I  retired  amid  great  confusion  and  general  hooting.” 

It  was  evident  that  Mr.  Richardson  stood  no  chance  of 
winning  the  seat.  As  a  competitor,  both  Pinks  and  Blues 
appeared  to  ignore  him.  The  Pinks  issued  a  bill  stating,  not 
that  Mr.  Richardson,  but  that  Mr.  Hurst  had  been  brought 
to  contest  this  Election  by  ill-advised  people  ;  that  his  canvass 
had  been  most  disheartening;  that  if  his  books- were  kept 
better  than  at  the  last  Election  he  must  know  he  had  not  the 
ghost  of  a  chance  ;  and  his  retirement  might  be  hourly  ex¬ 
pected.  Mr.  Hurst  replied  at  a  meeting  held  at  Southwater 
on  the  nth  December  that  his  canvass  was  better  than  at  any 
previous  Election  ;  that  there  was  nothing  ghostlike  about 
his  chance,  that  it  was  a  very  substantial  chance,  and  that  he 
should  go  to  the  poll  confident  of  success.  The  Pinks  alleged 
that  Mr.  Hurst  was  turning  out  some  of  his  tenants  and 
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putting  the  screw  on  workmen  who  would  not  promise  to 
vote  for  him.  Mr.  Hurst  denied  the  allegations  and  added  a 
new  Radical  item  to  his  electioneering  repertoire  by  announcing 
that  owing  to  Pink  intimidation  of  voters  he  was  in  favour 
of  the  abolition  of  canvassing.  The  Pinks  further  alleged  that 
Mr.  Hurst  had  refused  to  subscribe  to  charitable  institutions 
because  he  had  lost  the  last  Election.  Mr.  Hurst  would  not 
stoop  so  low  as  to  reply  to  so  base  and  baseless  a  charge. 

These  charges,  counter-charges,  allegations,  and  pinpricks 
lent  some  bitterness  to  the  excitement  in  the  town  which  in¬ 
creased  as  time  went  on  right  up  to  Nomination  day.  On  the 
eve  of  that  day  the  Yellow  candidate  had  obtained  only  four 
of  the  ten  names  necessary  for  the  acceptance  of  his  Nomination 
paper,  viz.  Messrs.  Jury  Cramp  ;  Mark  Browning,  a  one-time 
heavy  drinker,  one  of  Mr.  Cramp’s  fitful  converts  to  teetotal- 
ism  ;  William  Apthorpe,  a  working  boot-repairer  ;  and  John 
Laurence,  a  retired  tradesman.  Under  these  circumstances, 
with  less  than  half  the  required  number  of  names  and  mani¬ 
festly  not  the  shadow  of  a  chance  of  success,  one  might  expect, 
not  Mr.  Hurst,  but  Mr.  Richardson  to  withdraw  ;  but  not  he  !! 
“  Yoke  to  your  plough  the  horses  that  will  pull  ”  was  a  maxim 
Mr.  Richardson  had  used  to  Mr.  Cramp,  and  so  without 
reference  to  the  faithful  four  he  went  straight  to  the  Pink 
headquarters  for  the  necessary  other  six  names  !!!  Strange 
too,  Mr.  Bostock  did  not  seem  greatly  surprised  by  the  request. 
What  was  to  be  done  ?  The  Pink  Committee  considered  the 
position.  They  were  of  course  anxious  for  the  Yellow  candi¬ 
date  to  run.  They  felt  confident  of  Colonel  Aldridge’s  victory. 
All  appearances  pointed  to  his  winning  the  seat.  Still,  they 
might  add  to  their  degree  of  success  by  turning  Richardson’s 
intervention  to  profit.  He  would  certainly  not  take  a  single 
Pink  vote,  whilst  in  the  Pinks’  estimation  he  stood  to  take 
perhaps  a  good  many  Blue  votes.  Mr.  Bostock  looked  up 
the  1872  Ballot  Act  and  there  he  read  a  way  out  of  the 
difficulty : — 

“  The  announcement  of  candidates  by  the  Returning 
Officer  together  with  the  names  of  the  proposers  and 
seconders  is  to  be  made  by  means  of  a  placard  in  a  con¬ 
spicuous  place  outside  the  place  of  Election  on  receipt 
of  the  Nomination  papers.” 
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According  to  this  then,  only  Mr.  Cramp’s  and  Mr.  Brown¬ 
ing’s  names  as  proposer  and  seconder  would  appear  on  Mr. 
Richardson’s  published  Nomination  paper ;  the  remaining  eight 
names  would  not  appear,  and  therefore  six  Pinks  could  quite 
safely  sign  their  names  without  any  danger.  Mr.  Bostock 
had  some  difficulty  in  getting  the  Pinks  to  append  their  names, 
not  so  much  that  they  were  squeamish  “  and  liked  not  the 
business,”  as  that  they  were  apprehensive  of  discovery. 
“  But,”  argued  Mr.  Bostock,  “  Pm  positive  the  names  of 
proposer  and  seconder  only  will  appear.  Pm  quite  positive 
your  names  will  not  appear.”  With  this  assurance  and  for 
the  success  of  their  cause  Mr.  Bostock  succeeded  in  getting 
six  eligible  Tory  names  to  foot  the  ultra-Radical  Nomination 
paper,  now  a  complete  legal  instrument,  though  a  ridiculous 
incongruity. 

All  three  candidates  duly  appeared  with  their  Nomination 
papers  filled  in  and  signed  on  the  appointed  day,  Wednesday 
the  15th  December,  and  everything  being  quite  in  order  they 
were  accepted  by  the  deputy-Sheriff  :  — 

Mr.  W.  Lintott  proposed 
Mr.  J.  S.  Bostock  seconded 
Mr.  F.  W.  Pigott  proposed 
Mr.  H.  Michell  seconded 
Mr.  Jury  Cramp  proposed 
Mr.  Mark  Browning  seconded 

The  Officer,  however,  did  not  read  the  Ballot  Act  eye  to 
eye  with  Mr.  Bostock,  and  upon  receipt  of  the  papers  he 
ordered  them  to  be  posted  on  the  Town  Hall  doors  forthwith. 
Then  the  respectable  people  of  Horsham  received  a  shock,  for 
following  the  names  of  the  four  genuine  abstainers  on  Richard¬ 
son’s  Nomination  paper  were  those  of — 

George  Sylvester,  landlord  of  the  “  Queen’s  Head,”  a 
notorious  Pink  house. 

Robert  Sheppard,  a  Tory  Churchman  of  the  deepest  dye. 

Robert  Aldridge  |  ^ree  weii.iinown  chronic  worshippers 

Michael  Bennett  r  ^  gp^ne  0f  Bacchus. 

John  Goodeve  J 

Robert  Nelson,  another  well-known  Tory. 


j-Colonel  Aldridge. 
j-Mr.  Hurst. 

-Mr.  RirharHsnn. 


458  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  OF  HORSHAM 

All  of  these,  except  Goodeve,  were  members,  and  Sheppard 
was  secretary,  of  the  Pink  Committee. 

The  town  gasped,  rubbed  its  eyes  and — saw  through  the 
trick.  It  was  now  plain  that  Mr.  Bostock,  the  Pink  Com¬ 
mittee,  and  the  Yellow  candidate  were  in  collusion  !!!  It  is 
hard  to  say  which  was  the  more  pronounced,  the  derision  of  the 
Blues,  or  the  humiliation  of  the  more  respectable  Pinks  as 
they  crowded  round  the  Town  Hall  doors  to  read  what  with¬ 
out  seeing  they  could  not  believe.  One  of  the  earliest  to  go 
and  read  the  sensational  document  was  old  Pilfold  Medwin, 
Horsham’s  only  remaining  Burgess  of  pre-Reform  days,  now 
8i  years  of  age.1  “  Oh  !  Oh  !!  ”  he  laughed  ironically,  “  so 
Churchwarden  Sheppard  is  in  favour  of  disestablishment  and 
disendowment !  and  Bob  Aldridge  and  Mike  Bennett  are  in 
favour  of  closing  public-houses  !  dear  me  !!  what  marvellous 
conversions  !!!  ” 

The  fat  was  now  in  the  fire,  well  fanned  by  the  arrival 
of  a  crowd  of  those  opportunist  adventurers  and  newspaper 
men  always  ready  to  swoop  down  upon  a  bye-Election  ;  and 
at  this  point,  the  period  of  two  days  between  Nomination  day 
and  polling  day,  post- 1847  electioneering  excitement  reached 
its  zenith.  The  discovery  of  the  true  nature  of  the  Yellow 
candidature,  and  that  the  Pinks  in  their  responsibility  for  it 
were  not  playing  the  game,  accentuated  the  bitter  feeling 
that  had  been  aroused,  and  it  was  not  in  the  least  allayed  by 
a  circular  published  by  Mr.  Lintott,  Chairman  of  the  Pink 
Committee,  repudiating  the  acts  of  his  Committee-men  ;  nor 
by  the  repudiation  of  Mr.  Lintott’s  repudiation  by  other 
Pinks  who  sought  to  give  the  Yellow  candidate’s  Nomination 
paper  an  honest  character  by  the  statement  that  it  proceeded 
from  the  English  love  of  fair  play  and  that  he  was  entitled  to 
a  run  for  his  money!!!  Some  Conservatives  decided  not  to 
vote  at  this  Election  ;  a  few  other  Conservatives  decided 
to  vote  for  Mr.  Hurst.  The  Blues  gained  ground,  the  Pinks 
lost  some  of  their  confidence,  though  they  whistled  bravely 
enough,  and  the  unabashed  Skeleton,  with  hardly  an  acho  in 
the  Borough  to  his  expressions,  impudently  repeated  his  in¬ 
tention  of  becoming  M.P.  for  Horsham. 

1  In  a  letter  to  the  press  dated  24th  February  1876,  Mr.  Medwin  boasts 
of  being  a  Liberal  of  60  years’  standing. 
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The  number  of  voters  on  the  Register  stood  as  follows  : — 

Householders  ....  1001 
Lodgers  .....  5 

Burgess  .....  1 

Polling  commenced  at  8  a.m.  on  Friday  the  17th  December, 
and  continued  more  or  less  briskly  all  day  till  the  close  at 
4  p.m.  Early  in  the  afternoon  the  Market  Square  was  packed 
with  Pink  and  Blue  partisans  in  their  respective  colours,  and 
every  window  that  looked  upon  the  crowd  was  occupied  by 
ladies  interested  in  the  contest.  Not  a  piece  of  yellow  was 
seen  anywhere.  There  was  a  recurrence  of  some  of  the  rough¬ 
ness,  drunkenness,  horseplay  and  fighting  that  disfigured  some 
of  the  more  rowdy  previous  Elections.  Some  special  con¬ 
stables  were  brought  into  the  town  for  the  occasion,  and  a  few 
of  the  more  beery  and  disorderly  nuisances  were  locked  up  ; 
but  there  was  an  entire  absence  of  rotten  eggs  and  other  such 
stuff  ;  these  departed  with  the  Hustings  and  never  reappeared 
at  Horsham.  Both  Pinks  and  Blues  had  their  unofficial 
clerks  for  the  purpose  of  watching  and  checking  the  polling 
and  looking  up  those  of  their  own  side  respectively  who  might 
forget  or  neglect  to  poll.  At  1  o’clock,  as  the  result  of  their 
stocktaking,  the  Pinks  estimated  a  majority  of  no  and  issued 
a  bulletin  : — 

Colonel  Aldridge  .  .  .  300 

Mr.  Hurst  .  .  ■  .190 

Mr.  Richardson  ...  2 

The  Blues  issued  no  bulletin,  but  their  estimate  advanced 
from  expectation  of  defeat  to  hope  of  victory.  So  confident 
of  victory  were  the  Pinks  that  they  engaged  the  Town  band, 
and  before  the  close  of  the  poll  had  them  formed  up  with  their 
instruments  in  the  old  “  Anchor  ”  yard  ready  to  give  Colonel 
Aldridge  a  triumphant  lead  round  the  town,  upon  the  announce¬ 
ment  of  the  poll.  As  soon  as  darkness  set  in,  the  ladies  at 
the  “  Anchor  ”  windows  let  off  Pink  Roman  candles  expressive 
of  their  thanks  in  advance  for  the  Return  of  their  candidate. 
At  about  6  o’clock  the  Returning  Officer,  Mr.  E.  I.  Bostock, 
appeared  at  the  Town  Hall  doors  followed  by  Mr.  Hurst  on 
his  right  hand  and  Colonel  Aldridge  on  his  left  hand.  This 
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was  the  signal  to  the  Blues  for  a  mighty  cheer  ;  they  had  won 
the  Election  and  their  jubilation  knew  no  bounds.  The  Pinks 
were  correspondingly  disappointed  and  crestfallen.  As  soon 
as  the  Returning  Officer  could  get  a  hearing  he  announced 
the  result  of  the  poll : — 

For  Mr.  Hurst  .  .  .437  votes 

,,  Colonel  Aldridge  .  .  424  ,, 

,,  Mr.  Richardson  .  .  5  >, 

He  therefore  declared  Mr.  Hurst  duly  elected  Member  of 
Parliament  for  Horsham. 

The  Pinks,  no  longer  interested  in  the  proceedings,  left 
the  Market  Square  to  the  Blues  who,  after  demonstrating 
their  joyful  surprise,  trotted  Mr.  Hurst  in  his  carriage  in  the 
route  round  the  town  that  the  Pinks  had  intended  to  take 
Colonel  Aldridge. 

It  was  the  general  opinion  that  Mr.  Bostock’s  introduction 
and  management  of  Mr.  Richardson’s  candidature  had  lost 
the  seat  from  Colonel  Aldridge  and  given  it  to  Mr.  Hurst. 
As  for  the  Skeleton’s  “  horses  that  will  pull,”  it  will  be  seen 
that  only  one  of  his  Pink  horses  had  conscience  enough  to  go 
into  his  collar  with  the  four  genuine  Temperance  pullers,  the 
other  five  had  proved  rank  jibbers. 

The  band,  after  having  had  some  more  beer,  went  home 
without  playing  ;  Mr.  Hurst  took  his  seat  in  the  House  of 
Commons  doubtless  proud  of  holding  a  Parliamentary  record 
for  Horsham,  that  of  beating  two  candidates  at  one  Election, 
whilst  Colonel  Aldridge  took  refuge  in  his  forest  home,  safe 
now  from  his  friends  and  free  to  exercise  a  little  philosophic 
doubt  upon  the  advantages  of  using  the  boomerang.  Mr. 
Richardson,  rewarded  and  deserted  by  the  Pinks,  derided  by 
the  Blues,  and  repudiated  by  the  United  Kingdom  Alliance, 
in  anticipation  of  the  result  of  the  poll,  had  already  returned  to 
London  well  knowing  why  he  was  not,  and  was  never  intended 
to  be,  Member  for  Horsham  where  he  was  heard  of  no  more. 

It  is  not  surprising  that  Mr.  Cramp  should  have  given 
the  Temperance  candidate  a  hearty  welcome,  and  support. 
It  may  have  surprised  some  that,  after  the  Pinks  had  given 
the  game  away,  and  when  he  knew  that  his  stipulation  as  to 
the  Nomination  had  been  violated,  and  he  was  no  longer 
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bound  by  it,  that  he  should  have  given  him  his  vote  also  ; 
but  Mr.  Cramp’s  fidelity  to  Temperance  principles  stood  1 
before  party  politics.  And  so  strong  was  his  ideal,  but  far 
off,  vision  of  a  sober  country  that,  watching  the  Skeleton’s 
every  movement  and  interested  in  him  as  he  was,  he  never 
got  that  true  view  of  him  that  was  taken,  first  of  all  by  Mr. 
Arthur  Bostock,  and  subsequently  by  every  one  else  except 
himself. 

The  Blues  published  a  few  verses  on  the  result  of  the 
Election  : — 

Horsham  Election, 

1875- 

In  drear  December  seventy-five 
Horsham  Borough  was  all  alive, 

For  Aldridge  and  Hurst  both  hard  did  strive 
To  gain  the  seat  in  Parliament. 

Each  candidate  with  good  intent 
On  getting  every  vote  was  bent ; 

Some  gave  beer,  and  some  say  rent 
To  gain  that  seat  in  Parliament. 

The  one  was  Pink,  the  other  Blue  ; 

But  this  is  just  ’tween  me  and  you, 

Some  Pinks  had  turned,  they  say  ’tis  true, 

To  put  Mr.  Hurst  in  Parliament. 

Then  some  they  thought  it  was  a  lark 
To  elect  the  gent  from  Horsham  Park  ; 

They  say  it  turned  North  Street  quite  dark 
After  he  got  in  Parliament. 

The  deed  is  done  and  we  are  pleased, 

Although  some  few  were  greatly  teased  ;  4 

’Tis  said  one  snuffled  and  even  sneezed 
When  Hurst  got  into  Parliament. 

Amid  the  rejoicings  of  the  Blues,  the  Pinks  were  forced 
to  sit  down  to  a  dish  of  humble  pie  for  which  they  had  but 
little  stomach.  In  their  uncomfortable  situation,  entirely 
the  result  of  their  own  blunder,  they  met  with  but  little 
sympathy  from  friends,  and  a  good  deal  of  teasing  from  foes, 

1  And  still  stands,  December  1924. 


462  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  OF  HORSHAM 

upon  the  smartness  that  had  lost  them  the  Election.  The 
old  fashion  of  publishing  squibs  at  Elections  did  not  survive 
at  Horsham  after  the  1847  Election  so  far  as  we  know,  except 
for  a  few  verses  of  so  small  and  inartistic  a  kind  as  to  be  not 
worth  mention.  After  this  Election  some  doggerel  verses 
were  printed  and  published. 

New  Song. 

Tune  :  “  The  Great  Sensation.” 

Bobby  Shep  1  is  my  name  ;  my  master’s  is  a  Pink,  Sir. 

The  dirty  work  I  have  to  do  is  more  than  you  would  think.  Sir  ; 
Keep  Tory  books,  Church  books,  give  Richardson  protection 
For  any  dodge  is  good,  I  hold,  to  save  the  Pink  election. 

There’s  bandy  Bob  2  with  old  Mike,3  too,  to  make  the  cause  the 
stronger. 

And  good  old  Bung  whose  silvery  tongue  4  the  beer  has  made  run 
longer 

By  Browny  6  Cramp  and  Goodeve  too  the  Skeleton’s  supported  ; 
They  little  thought  when  they  began  there  (sic)  game  would  be 
reported. 

But  now  it’s  done  past  all  recall,  which  you  too  well  do  know,  Sir, 

A  drowning  man,  they  say  it’s  true,  will  catch  at  any  straw,  Sir  ; 
We  did  it  with  the  Boss’  6  advice  to  try  and  split  the  voting. 

It’s  turned  out  wrong  and  injured  one  on  whom  we  all  are  doting. 

These  verses  were  recited  ad  nauseam  at  the  Pinks.  Among 
the  many  railway  men  at  the  station,  most  of  them  Blue,  they 
took  the  place  of  the  latest  music  hall  ditty  and  were  sung  as 
a  free  entertainment  for  the  benefit  of  their  Pink  shopmates. 
One  of  these,  Mr.  J.  Foreman,  retorted  that  the  Blues  had 
won  the  Election  by  illegal  means  and  he  could  prove  it. 
This  statement  was  coupled  with  the  information  that  one, 
David  Evans,  a  Blue,  a  relation  of  Mr.  Foreman’s  known  to 
be  living  in  Lancashire,  was  seen  at  Horsham  on  Election  day 
and  voted  for  Mr.  Hurst.  From  what  was  known  of  his 
financial  circumstances  it  was  certain  he  could  not  have  paid 
his  own  expenses.  This  information  reached  the  ears  of  Mr. 


1  Robert  Sheppard. 
4  George  Sylvester. 


2  Robert  Aldridge. 
6  Mark  Browning. 


3  Michael  Bennett. 

6  Mr.  Arthur  Bostock. 
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Bostock.  He  at  once  jumped  up  from  his  special  dish  of 
humble  pie  to  attend  to  the  business.  He  interviewed  Mr. 
Foreman’s  parents,  who  showed  him  some  letters  from  Evans. 
In  these  Mr.  Bostock  saw  enough  to  unseat  Mr.  Hurst  and 
dared  Mr.  Foreman  under  heavy  penalties  to  destroy  the  letters. 
Some  few  other  Blues  were  found  to  have  visited  Horsham  and 
voted  under  circumstances  similar  to  those  of  Evans  ;  and 
upon  the  strength  of  the  payment  of  expenses  of  these  few 
voters  a  petition  against  the  Return  of  Mr.  Hurst  was  pre¬ 
sented  in  January  1876. 

The  petitioner,  Colonel  Aldridge,  made  allegations  of 
malpractices  under  every  possible  heading  against  Mr.  Hurst 
and  his  agents,  and  claimed  the  seat  himself.  In  a  recrimina¬ 
tory  case  Mr.  Hurst  denied  the  charges  against  himself  and 
made  quite  as  comprehensive  a  set  of  charges  against  Colonel 
Aldridge  and  his  agents.  These  were  so  serious  and  well- 
founded  as  to  cause  the  petitioner  very  considerably  to  modify 
his  charges  and  withdraw  his  claim  to  the  seat.  On  2nd 
February  application  was  made  by  Colonel  Aldridge  for 
permission  to  strike  out  of  the  petition  those  paragraphs  that 
had  reference  to  the  seat  and  certain  paragraphs  relating  to 
allegations  of  malpractices,  leaving  the  case  to  be  decided 
entirely  upon  the  question  of  the  payment  of  the  travelling 
expenses  of  seven  voters  for  Mr.  Hurst,  viz.  Richard  Mutton 
of  Lindfield,  William  Reeves  of  Lindfield,  James  Peskett  of 
Lindfield,  David  Evans  of  Egremont,  George  Langdon  of 
Rickmansworth,  William  Greenfield  of  Guildford,  and  Job 
Sherwin  of  Guildford.  After  some  demur  the  application  was 
granted. 

The  trial  of  the  Petition  opened  at  the  Town  Hall,  Horsham, 
on  Tuesday  the  8th  February  1876  before  Mr.  Justice  Quain. 
The  Court  was  crowded.  Mr.  Thesiger,  Q.C.,  and  Mr.  Lumley 
Smith  were  for  the  petitioner,  and  Mr.  Serjeant  Parry,  Mr.  C. 
Bowen,  and  Mr.  F.  Scott  appeared  for  the  respondent. 

After  the  above-named  voters  and  some  other  witnesses 
had  been  examined,  Mr.  Thesiger  said  he  should  rely  entirely 
and  only  for  his  case  on  the  evidence  respecting  Mutton, 
Reeves,  and  Evans.  He  argued  upon  these  at  length,  and 
contended  that  they  were  sufficient  to  invalidate  Mr.  Hurst’s 
election. 
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Section  36  of  the  Representation  of  the  People’s  Act,  1867, 
reads  as  follows  : — 

“  It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  any  candidate,  or  anyone 
on  his  behalf  at  any  election  for  any  Borough,  .  .  . 
to  pay  any  money  on  account  of  the  conveyance  of 
any  voter  to  the  poll,  either  to  the  voter  himself  or  to 
any  other  person.  And  if  any  such  candidate  or  any 
person  on  his  behalf  shall  pay  any  money  on  account  of 
the  conveyance  of  any  voter  to  the  poll,  such  payment 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  an  illegal  payment  within  the 
meaning  of  the  ‘  Corrupt  Practices  Prevention  Act  ’  of 

1854-” 

The  letters  Mr.  Thesiger  produced  read  : — 

“  Horsham  Election. 

“  Dear  Sir, 

“  We  find  your  name  on  the  Register.  We  shall  be 
glad  to  hear  if  you  will  give  your  support  to  Mr.  Hurst, 
in  which  case  we  shall  be  glad  to  pay  your  travelling  ex¬ 
penses.  We  are,  dear  Sir, 

“  Yours  obediently, 

Medwin  &  Coy.” 

It  was  proved  that  the  monies  had  been  paid  directly 
or  indirectly  by  the  agents. 

Mr.  Serjeant  Parry  in  reply  said  no  evidence  had  been 
brought  against  Mr.  Hurst  of  the  nature  of  corrupt  practice. 
He  argued  at  great  length  that  the  wording  of  the  letters  did 
not  constitute  a  conditional  promise.1  The  men  to  whom 
these  letters  were  sent  were  well-known  and  convinced  Liberals. 
They  had  voted  willingly  for  Mr.  Hurst  and  did  not  need 
the  imposition  of  a  condition.  Judgment  was  delivered  on 
Wednesday  morning.  The  Court  was  again  crowded.  The 
Judge  in  summing  up  said  the  case  really  presented  but  one 
question,  viz.  Was  it  legal  to  pay  the  expenses  of  voters  coming 


1  We  were  told  by  one  who  was  present  at  the  trial  that  Counsel  took  an 
hour  to  explain  to  the  Judge  that  “  We  shall  be  glad  to  pay  your  travelling 
expenses”  really  meant  “  We  will  not  pay  your  travelling  expenses,”  but  this 
informant  was  evidently  unused  to  the  subtleties  of  eminent  legal  argument. 
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to  give  their  votes  ?  The  case  of  David  Evans  of  Egremont 
was  not  proved,  but  the  cases  of  Mutton  and  Reeves  of  Lind- 
field  were  proved.  Mr.  Hurst  might  have  sent  his  own  carriage 
for  them  without  breaking  the  law,  but  there  could  be  no 
manner  of  doubt  that  it  was  bribery,  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Act,  to  pay  travelling  expenses  as  had  been  paid.  Such  was 
the  law,  and  he  was  bound  to  report  to  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  that  the  Election  was  null  and  void.  It  was,  he  said, 


Mo.  JUSTICE  QUAIN  UNSEATS  MR  HURST 

Contemporary  Cartoon.  Drawn  from  description,  by  Bob  Green. 

very  hard  that  Mr.  Hurst  should  be  unseated  by  his  respon¬ 
sibility  for  the  indiscretion  of  his  agent,  and  he  could  not 
understand  how  any  respectable  solicitor  could  haTve  taken 
such  a  course  as  had  been  taken  in  this  case  in  the  face  of  the 
law  so  plainly  laid  down.  Mr.  Davis,  the  agent,  was  sus¬ 
pended  for  seven  years  from  acting  again  in  the  capacity  of  an 
Election  agent.  Mr.  Hurst,  personally  exonerated  and  re¬ 
spected  by  all,  was  loudly  cheered  by  the  great  crowd  outside 
as  he  left  the  Town  Hall;  Horsham’s  “Grand  Old  Man.” 
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CHAPTER  XX. 


Another  Election — The  Solicitor-General’s  Hopes — His  Disappoint¬ 
ment — The  Last  Election — The  Borough  in  Danger — A  “  Cele¬ 
brated  ”  Victory — The  Finale. 

In  the  minds  of  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  Horsham 
the  unseating  of  Mr.  Hurst  was  adding  injury  to  injury. 
Clandestinely  to  bring  out  a  third  candidate,  a  mere  hack, 
giving  him  the  appearance  of  independence  was  not  calculated 
to  meet  the  approval  of  any  who  had  a  regard  for  even 
moderate  electioneering  propriety  ;  but  Mr.  Hurst  in  spite  of 
and  in  consequence  of  the  trick  had  won  the  seat,  and  to  de¬ 
prive  him  of  it  when  it  was  well  known  that  the  Pinks,  by 
reason  of  much  worse  conduct,  of  which  the  Blues  had  plenty 
of  sworn  evidence,  were  unable  to  claim  the  seat ;  this  dog- 
in-the-manger-like  action  was  but  to  offend  many  of  the  Pink 
supporters,  to  rouse  the  Blues  to  fresh  exertions,  and  thus 
contribute  to  the  prospect  of  another  Blue  victory  at  the 
subsequent  Election. 

It  is  due  to  Colonel  Aldridge  to  say  that,  though  the  petition 
stood  in  his  name,  it  was  not  presented  at  his  instigation.  To 
be  sure  he  could  have  declined  any  part  in  it,  but  from  his 
modest  attitude  in  and  during  the  proceedings  it  appears 
certain  that  his  action  was  forced  by  the  weight  of  Pink  chagrin 
at  the  loss  of  their  huge  majority  of  but  two  yfears  ago  ;  and  the 
palpable  fiasco  of  their  too  deeply  laid  schemes  to  maintain  it. 

When  the  Pinks  found  that  they  dare  not  claim  the  seat 
for  Colonel  Aldridge,  Mr.  Dickens  was  proposed  as  their  candi¬ 
date  at  the  new  Election  ;  but  the  Committee  turned  him 
down  in  favour  of  Mr.  Lucas  of  Warnham  Court,  a  gentleman 
with  whom  they  would  have  been  happy  and,  but  for  their  own 
blunders,  safe  ;  but  he  declined  the  honour.  They  then  in¬ 
vited  Mr.  Padwick,  who  consented  to  stand.  Although  ever 
since  1847  a  confirmed  Pink,  he  had  taken  but  a  sleeping 
interest  in  politics  and  his  earlier  years  of  electioneering  were 
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hardly  a  sufficient  qualification  for  starting  a  Parliamentary 
career  at  70  years  of  age.  In  the  place  of  his  practice  as  a 
solicitor  at  Horsham  he  had  now  large  financial  interests 
centred  in  London,  though  he  still  lived  at  Horsham.  He  was 
a  very  popular  Pink  and  had  earned  an  excellent  character 
in  the  town  by  having  taken  a  foremost  place  in  advocating 
its  welfare  and  improvement.  With  Mr.  Padwick  in  the 
chair  a  successful  and  enjoyable  evening  was  always  ensured. 
He  issued  his  address  to  the  electorate  the  evening  of  the  day 
Mr.  Hurst  was  unseated,  and  began  his  canvass  ;  but  he  was 
neither  an  enthusiastic  nor  a  strong  candidate  ;  he  was  at 
once  confronted  by  the  Blues  with  alleged  reflections  of  his 
conduct  on  the  turf.  However,  he  very  gladly  retired  the 
next  day  in  favour  of  Sir  Hardinge  Giffard,  the  Solicitor- 
General,  who,  after  wooing  in  turn  Huntingdon,  Leominster, 
Manchester,  and  Lewes,  in  his  unsuccessful  efforts  to  get  re¬ 
elected  to  the  House  of  Commons  upon  his  appointment,  gladly 
took  this  unexpected  chance  of  getting  back  via  Horsham. 
His  candidature  this  second  time,  was  warmly  approved  by 
the  Pink  Committee.  Might  not  his  superior  legal  prestige 
and  ability  wipe  out  the  wretched  stigma  which  had  brought 
their  colour  so  low,  and  restore  the  Borough  again  to  the  true 
fold  ?  This  was  fervently  hoped  of  him  as  their  new  champion. 
Against  this  old  Parliamentary  hand  the  Blues  brought  out 
Mr.  J.  C.  Brown  who  now  made  his  first  essay  to  enter  Parlia¬ 
ment. 

The  following  parody  on  “  The  Ten  Little  Niggers  ”  was 
circulated  by  the  Blues  : — 

Song  of  the  Six  Little  Candidates. 

Tune  :  “  Ten  Little  Niggers.” 

Six  little  candidates  fighting  for  the  Town 
But  one  only  can  be  left,  the  other  five  done  Brown 
The  great  militia  Colonel  1  found  he  did  not  thrive 
On  petitions  and  on  local  bills  ;  then  there  were  five. 

Five  little  candidates  fighting  for  the  Town 
But  one  only  can  be  left,  the  other  four  done  Brown 
To  his  distinguished  relative  2  with  canvass  premature 
The  Committee  had  a  word  to  say,  then  there  were  four. 

1  Col.  Aldridge.  2  Mr.  Dickens. 
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Four  little  candidates  fighting  for  the  Town 

But  one  only  can  be  left,  the  other  three  done  Brown 

The  Committee  went  to  Warnham,  but  the  builder  1  could  not  see 

Why  he  should  leave  his  building,  and  so  there  were  three. 


Three  little  candidates  fighting  for  the  Town 

But  one  only  can  be  left,  the  other  two  done  Brown 

So  they  sought  the  crafty  spider  2  and  he  wove  his  web  so  true 

That  he  brought  a  fine  big  fly  8  from  Town,  then  there  were  two. 


Two  little  candidates  fighting  for  the  Town 

Let’s  hope  the  Pinks  will  all  look  blue  ;  successful  blue  and  Brown.4 

Although  Mr.  Brown  lived  close  to  Horsham  he  had  shown 
but  little  interest  in  the  Town  and  was  not  much  known.  His 
political  and  platform  experience  was  limited  and,  like  Mr. 
Padwick,  he  was  not  a  strong  candidate.  He  described  him¬ 
self  simply  as  a  Liberal  but  he  was  a  neo-Liberal,  more  sympa¬ 
thetic  to  some  new  Radical  measures  than  was  Mr.  Hurst. 
Though  opposed  to  disestablishment  of  the  Church,  he  was  in 
favour  of  the  Osborne  Morgan  Bill  (then  before  Parliament) 
which  proposed  to  disestablish  the  Churchyards  ;  opposed  to 
women  suffrage  he  was  in  favour  of  the  extension  of  male 
suffrage  ;  against  the  Permissive  Bill  he  took  the  chair  at  a 
meeting  of  teetotallers  who  were  the  only  party  in  favour  of 
it ;  he  was  in  favour  of  the  ballot  and  compulsory  education. 
Sir  Hardinge  liked  none  of  these  things.  In  a  speech  he  made 
at  Lewes  just  before  contesting  Horsham  he  said,  “  He  gloried 
in  having  been  from  his  earliest  time  a  bigoted  Tory.”  Ex¬ 
cept  Mr.  Richardson,  Mr.  Brown  was  the  most  Radical  candi¬ 
date  that  had  fought  for  the  Horsham  seat,  and  between  these 
two  candidates,  the  Tory  and  the  Radical,  there  was  a  deeper 
and  clearer  political  issue  than  at  any  Election  since  the 
Reform  Act. 

Mr.  T.  Bedford  acted  as  agent  for  Mr.  Brown. 

Mr.  Arthur  Bostock  acted  as  agent  for  Sir  Hardinge  Giffard. 

We  give  the  addresses  of  both  candidates. 


1  Mr.  Lucas. 

3  Sir  Hardinge  Giffard. 


2  Mr.  Padwick. 
4  Mr.  Brown. 
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“  To  the  Electors  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham. 

“  Gentlemen, 

“  The  assurances  of  support  which  I  have  received, 
encourage  me  to  come  forward  as  a  Candidate  for  the 
representation  of  your  Borough  in  Parliament.  I  am 
and  ever  have  been,  firmly  attached  to  the  Conservative 
and  Constitutional  Cause,  but  I  trust  I  have  not  forgotten 
that  the  opinions  of  those  from  whom  I  differ  are  entitled 
to  respect,  and  that  it  is  the  duty  of  a  Representative  to 
take  into  consideration  the  views  of  all  his  constituents. 
Should  you  do  me  the  honour  to  return  me  as  your  re¬ 
presentative  I  shall  endeavour  to  discharge  that  obli¬ 
gation.  I  hope  shortly  to  be  among  you,  and  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  giving  fuller  expression  to  my  views  than 
the  limits  of  an  address  will  permit  and 

“  Have  the  honour  to  remain, 

Your  obedient  Servant, 

Hardinge  S.  Giffard.” 

“To  the  Electors  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham. 

“  Gentlemen, 

“  I  feel  great  regret,  and  I  believe  that  regret  will 
be  almost  universally  shared  by  the  Constituency  of 
Horsham,  that,  in  consequence  of  a  mistake  made  by 
Mr.  Hurst’s  Election  Agents,  of  which  advantage  has 
been  taken,  that  gentleman  has  lost  his  seat,  and  there  is 
again  a  vacancy  in  the  representation  of  the  Borough. 

“  At  the  request  of  a  large  number  of  the  Electors 
who  supported  Mr.  Hurst  at  the  last  Election,  I  have 
consented  to  offer  myself  as  a  Candidate  to  fill  the  vacancy 
thus  created. 

“  Having  lived  in  your  neighbourhood  for  some  years 
and  taken  a  part  in  previous  contests,  I  do  not  come  before 
you  as  a  stranger. 

“  My  principles  are  and  always  have  been  Liberal ; 
and  I  shall  give  my  general  but  independent  support  to  the 
Liberal  party. 

“  I  shall  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of  meeting 
the  Electors,  and  expressing  my  views  upon  the  leading 
topics  of  the  day. 
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“  I  feel  a  strong  confidence  that  the  verdict  you  so 
lately  gave  in  favour  of  Liberal  principles  will  be  renewed 
at  the  coming  Election. 

“  I  have  the  honour  to  be, 

Gentleman, 

Your  obedient  Servant, 

Jas.  Clifton  Brown. 

“  Holmbush, 

February  idth  1876.” 

Mr.  Padwick  championed  the  cause  of  the  Solicitor- 
General  who  was  charmed  with  Horsham  and  stated  his  in¬ 
tention  of  residing  in  its  neighbourhood  as  soon  as  possible 
after  his  Return  as  its  Member  of  Parliament.  He  went 
quickly  to  work  on  the  Election  business  and  adopted  the 
intensive  method  of  cultivating  the  Constituency,  canvassing 
electors  during  the  day  and  holding  meetings  every  evening 
at  the  public-houses,  schools,  and  in  tents  attached  to  public- 
houses  which  had  not  large  rooms.  He  made  speeches  of 
prodigious  length  and  of  finished  oratory,  taking  his  delighted 
hearers  round  the  world  with  him  ;  these  speeches  were  printed 
verbatim  in  special  editions  of  the  “  Brighton  Gazette  ” 
which  referred  to  the  candidates  as  the  “  Solicitor-General  ” 
and  “  the  little  unknown  man,”  and  were  distributed  free  daily 
round  the  town.  He  made  an  excellent  impression  on  the 
Pinks  and,  good  omen ! !  it  was  discovered  that  just  one  hundred 
years  ago,  in  1776,  that  a  Solicitor-General  was  re-elected  for 
Horsham  !  1 

Mr.  Hurst  championed  the  cause  of  Mr.  Brown,  who  sought 
to  make  a  favourable  impression  by  driving  a’  four-horse  coach 
into  the  town  every  day.  Mr.  Brown  also  held  meetings  at 
every  available  place  nearly  every  evening,  at  which  Mr.  Hurst 
and  a  stranger,  Mr.  William  Hall,  a  professional  Election 
agent  who  lived  at  Worthing,  always  attended.  Mr.  Brown 
himself  was  no  orator,  and,  instead  of  taking  his  audiences  to 
the  ends  of  the  earth,  he  kept  their  attention  upon  the  conduct 
of  the  Pinks  towards  Mr.  Hurst  at  the  recent  Election  and  upon 
the  subsequent  petition  ;  and  upon  their  wickedness  he  artfully 

1  This  was  a  Pink  mistake.  James  Wallace  was  re-elected  at  Horsham 
upon  his  appointment  as  Solicitor-General  in  June  1778,  not  in  1776. 
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poured  quantities  of  what  is  now  known  among  newspaper 
men  as  “  sob-stuff.”  To  this  the  Pinks  retorted  that  the 
tears  were  nothing  but  crocodile  tears.  That  there  was  not 
a  more  experienced  Election  agent  in  the  country  than  Mr. 
Medwin,  that  he  knew  of  the  illegal  payments,  and  that  Mr. 
Hurst,  a  Barrister  and  a  Recorder,  ought  to  have  known  of 
them,  if  indeed  he  did  not.  Further  they  charged  Mr.  Brown 
with  aiding  and  abetting  those  illegalities  at  the  last  Election 
and  threatened  that  if  returned  as  Member  they  would  petition 
against  his  Return  on  this  ground. 

Pink  and  Blue  flags  and  banners  adorned  houses  and 
streets  in  every  part  of  the  town.  The  Pink  colour  predomin¬ 
ated.  At  the  “  Anchor,”  the  Pink  headquarters,  one  mass  of 
colour  covered  the  building  from  the  roof  to  the  ground.  At 
the  Blue  headquarters,  a  few  doors  south  of  the  “  Anchor,” 
a  huge  band  of  blue  went  round  the  fagade  bearing  the  words, 
“  Vote  for  Brown.”  We  give  an  account  of  the  town  decora¬ 
tions  as  it  appears  in  the  local  paper.1 

“  The  Election  (To-day). 

“  The  polling  booth  opened  this  morning  at  8  o’clock, 
amid  a  drizzling  rain,  which  nowise  damped  the  ardour 
of  at  least  three  of  our  genuine  Conservatives,  who  are 
always  in  the  van,  and  this  morning  were  the  first  to 
poll,  viz.  Mr.  W.  Thrift,  Mr.  W.  King,  and  Mr.  J.  Tugwell, 
who  were  greeted  with  cheers  as  they  passed  in. 

“  There  was  plenty  of  excitement  of  course, — the 
various  carriages  with  pink  and  blue  ribbons  flying, 
horns  blowing  &c.  served  to  enliven  the  scene,  and  the 
bunting  all  over  the  town  gave  it  a  very  gay  appearance. 

“  Passing  from  the  ‘  Horsham  Advertiser  ’  Office,2 
headquarters  of  course  of  all  that  is  good  and  proper, 
and  the  centre  of  attraction,  we  give  the  following  list 
of  flags  and  banners.  4  Hurst  Arms  ’  and  Mrs.  Millyard, 
banner,  with  motto,  4  Vote  for  Brown.’  Messrs.  Lucas 
&  Son,'  pink  flag.  Mr.  Bostock  and  Messrs.  Lucas,  pink 
banner.  Mr.  Bostock,  Mrs.  Stedman,  Mr.  Lintott,  Mr. 

1  The  “  Horsham  Advertiser,”  1st  March  1876. 

2  Premises  now  occupied  by  the  Carfax  Cinema. 
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Holden,  pink  flags.  The  ‘  Crown,’  Mr.  E.  Burstow, 
Mr.  Worth,  blue  flags.  ‘  King’s  Head,’  blue  and  white 
flags.  Mr.  Fawn  and  the  ‘  Anchor  ’  tap,  plain  pink  banner. 
Mr.  Lloyd  and  Mr.  Moon,  plain  pink  banner.  Mr. 
Strange,  blue  banner.  Mr.  Potter,  pink  and  white  flag. 
Miss  Jupp  and  Mr.  Carter,  blue  banner  ‘  Brown,  honesty 
and  fair  play  ’  on  one  side,  and  on  the  other,  rather 
washed  out,  ‘  Vote  for  Brown  and  Independence.’  Miss 
Warner  and  Mr.  Blackiston,  Jun.,  blue  banner.  Mr. 
Underhill  (the  original  Daniel),  light  blue  flag.  Park  St., 
blue  flag.  Mr.  W.  Baker,  blue  flag.  Lodging  houses, 
blue  flags.  ‘  Queen’s  Head,’  East  St.  Brewery,  Mr. 
Dewdney,  Mr.  Siffleet,  pink  flags.  Mr.  Oakes,  Mr. 
John  Roberts,  Mr.  Blackiston,  blue  flags.  Mr.  Be- 
thune,  Mr.  Crowhurst,  pink  flags.  Messrs.  Martin 
and  Loxley,  banner,  ‘  Vote  for  the  Solicitor-General.’ 
Messrs.  Angus,  large  blue  strip,  ‘Vote  for  Brown.’  Messrs. 
Kerr  and  Angus,  blue  flags.  Mr.  H.  P.  Thorpe,  Mr.  C. 
Charlwood,  pink  flags.  Mr.  Hunt  and  Mr.  Dives,  ‘  Vote 
for  the  Solicitor-General.’  Mr.  Skinner  and  Mr.  Towse, 
‘  Brown,  honesty  and  fair  play,’  one  side  and  the  other 
‘  Vote  for  Brown  and  Freedom.’  Mr.  F.  Gilburd,  pink 
flag.  Mr.  Pickett,  Mr.  Skinner,  blue  flags.  Mr.  R. 
Aldridge,  Mr.  W.  M.  Hunt,  pink  flags.  Mr.  Laker,  blue 
flag.  Mr.  Taylor,  Mr.  Pullen,  pink  and  white  flags  and 
banners.  Mr.  W.  Albery,  Mr.  Hurst,  Messrs.  Bostock 
and  Rawlison,  pink  flags.  Messrs.  Russell  &  Hurst, 
‘  Success  to  the  Solicitor-General,’  banner.  Mr.  Dench, 
pink  flag.  Mr.  Brett,  blue  flag.  Mr.  Agate,  pink  flags. 
Messrs.  Agate  and  the  Corn  exchange,  without  exception 
the  best  banner  in  the  town,  made  by  Mr.  T.  Kent,  with 
whom  it  must  have  been  truly  a  work  of  love — a  very 
large  pink  banner,  with  the  inscription,  1  Vote  for  Sir 
Hardinge  Giffard,  the  Solicitor-General.  The  Working 
Man’s  Candidate.  The  Popular  Candidate.  The  Con¬ 
stitutional  Candidate.’  1  Black  Horse  ’  Hotel,  pink  flags  ; 
and  not  least,  Mr.  Towse,1  a  Blue  barrell.  Mr.  W.  Red- 

1  Old  Dick  Towse,  Landlord  of  “  The  Castle”  in  West  Street.  The  barrel 
was  empty  and  stood  in  a  recess  close  to  the  front  door. 
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man,  pink  flag.  Mr.  Etheridge,  pink  flag.  Mr.  Kimber, 
etc.,  blue  flags.  Messrs.  Skinner  and  Morris  mounted 
the  pink  flag  in  proper  style,  and  one  of  the  prettiest 
sights  in  the  Market  Square  was  the  galaxy  of  beauty, 
rank  and  fashion  at  the  large  windows  at  the  Anchor 
Hotel,  canopied  by  the  various  and  beautiful  pink  and 
varied  coloured  flags. 

Excitement  at  the  close  of  the  poll  was  intense.  As 
the  clock  struck  a  cheer  went  up,  not  such  a  one  as 
‘  rent  the  firmament  on  high  ’  but  a  very  decent  one. 
Talking  on  this  subject,  how  is  it  so  many  people  take 
such  an  intense  interest  in  Election  matters — after  all 
a  large  number  know  very  little  what  they  are  doing — 
they  are  something  like  the  old  lady  alluded  to  in  another 
column  with  her  umbrella.  Let  it  be  how  it  will  the  cheer 
that  went  up  as  Lady  Giffard  passed  through  the  crowd 
was  something  intense. 

“  The  messages  we  have  received  from  several  Working 
Men’s  Associations  in  England  show  that  great  interest 
is  being  taken  all  over  the  country  in  this  contest,  and 
our  townsmen  might  even  cry  :  ‘  Horsham,  the  eyes  of 
England,  the  World  are  on  you.’  ” 

Every  wall  was  plastered  with  bills  and  posters,  some  in¬ 
viting  votes  for  Brown,  some  for  Giffard,  others  showing  that 
the  Country  would  be  ruined  if  the  Radicals  got  into  power, 
yet  others  proving  it  would  suffer  the  same  fate  if  the  Tories 
remained  in  power.  There  was  a  tacit  understanding  as  at 
the  last  Election  by  the  leaders  of  both  sides  to  have  “  no 
squibbing,”  but  a  few  rank  and  file  publications  issued  from 
the  Blue  side. 


The  Coming  Struggle. 

Ye  working  men  of  Horsham,  who  have  to  sweat  and  toil, 
Beware  ye  of  the  lawyer’s  claim  and  keep  clear  of  his  coil ; 

For  once  he  gains  the  Borough  seat,  which  none  of  us  desire, 
We’ll  find  out  to  our  cost  that  we  have  jumped  into  the  fire  ; 
For  lawyers,  like  too  many  cooks,  must  always  spoil  the  broth. 
And  Giffard’s  speeches  all  alike  consist  of  chaff  and  froth. 
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He’s  stood  for  several  vacant  seats,  but  none  will  him  elect 
For  all  of  them  quite  understand  his  very  great  defect, 

He  talks  in  very  high-flown  strains  which  I  call  Tommyrot, 
And  says  that  he  is  quite  opposed  to  voting  by  ballot. 

We  do  not  wish  like  flies  into  the  spider’s  web  to  fall  ; 

He’s  sucked  his  many  victims  and  he  tries  to  suck  us  all. 

So  let  the  voters  all  unite,  both  in  and  out  of  Town, 
Determined  to  support  the  right  and  vote  for  J.  C.  Brown. 

Horsham  Election,  1876. 

Well !  John,  what’s  all  this  noise  about. 

And  all  this  botheration  ? 

There’s  paper  stuck  on  every  wall 
And  lots  in  circulation. 

Why  !  Joe,  you  see  ’tis  election  time 
Like  ’twas  the  other  day  ; 

For  Hurst  has  lost  his  seat,  you  know, 

In  a  very  funny  way. 

The  charge  was  paying  poor  men’s  fares. 

For  how  could  they  themselves  ? 

And  so  he’s  out  of  Parliament 
For  so  the  paper  tells. 

’Twas  such  as  we  as  put  him  in. 

For  how  could  others  do  it  ? 

The  Pinks  teased  us  just  cause  we  won. 

And  now,  by  Jove,  they’ll  rue  it. 

For  Brown  stands  in  Hurst’s  place,  you  know, 

A  very  good  man  too  ; 

He  seems  to  hold  good  principles 
And  we  will  bring  him  through. 

His  colour  is  the  same,  you  see  ; 

It  is  the  good  old  Blue  ; 

But  now  I’ll  tell  ’bout  ’tother  side 
And  you  will  find  ’tis  true. 

They  tried  to  bring  a  spider  out 
His  web  he  hadn’t  spun, 

He  covered  up  his  honest  head, 

And  had  to  cut  and  run. 

Queer  tales  are  told  about  that  chap  ; 

How  he  had  caught  his  flies, 

Been  seen  on  Epsom  Downs,  they  say  ; 

Or  else  they  tell  me  lies. 
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They  say  they  tried  another,  too, 

(But  that  is  only  tattle) 

They  had  to  go  to  London  Town 
For  one  to  fight  their  battle. 

He  is  an  awfully  clever  man  ; 

At  least,  so  some  folks  say  ; 

But  really  I  didn’t  think  that  when 
I  heard  him  ’t’other  day. 

Unable  to  explain  himself 
He  ran  the  others  down  ; 

Thinks  I  “  old  chap,  you’d  better  take 
The  next  train  back  to  town.” 

Some  say  he  bought  the  Spider’s  chance 
And  it  might  be  quite  true, 

I  think  he’s  bought  the  losing  horse 
He’d  better  bought  the  Blue. 

He’s  been  out  spouting  here  and  there 
With  lots  of  his  disciples. 

They  think  that  folk  are  e’er  so  much 
Cause  they  have  got  big  titles. 

However  let  ’em  talk  and  talk 
We’ll  see  what  they  can  do. 

They’ll  never  be  the  winning  side 
Until  they  all  turn  Blue. 

So,  John,  I  really  do  believe 
That  we,  without  much  trouble, 

On  Tuesday  if  we  do  our  bit 
Will  beat  the  Pinks  quite  double. 

So  vote  true  blue  ;  let  others,  too, 

Help  put  in  Mr.  BROWN  ; 

We’ll  stick  together  like  true  friends 
And  drag  him  round  the  Town. 

The  output  of  printed  matter  grew  to  such  an  extent  that 
Horsham’s  only  billposter,  Ned  Hall,  a  tough  old  Radical, 
was  quite  unable  to  cope  with  it.  Professional  billposters 
from  London  and  Brighton  were  imported,  and  these  without 
ladders,  but  using  telescopic  poles,  soon  had  the  town  plastered 
20  to  30  feet  high  with  alleged  reasons  for  turning  Pink  or 
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Blue.  After  they  had  covered  all  available  spaces  these 
experts  in  paper  and  paste  began  covering  one  another’s  bills 
up.  A  space  covered  at  night  with  bills  of  one  colour  appeared 
the  next  morning  covered  with  bills  of  the  other  colour.  Each 
side  had  night  parties  engaged  in  this  business.  The  Town 
Hall  front,  as  will  be  seen  from  the  photograph  given,  was 
plastered  from  top  to  bottom  with  bills.  At  first  the  Pinks 
and  Blues  scrambled  for  its  space  and  stuck  over  the  other’s 
bills  ;  but  afterwards  they  compromised  affairs.  The  east 
half  was  covered  with  Blue  bills,  “  Vote  for  Brown,”  “  Liberals 
and  Freedom,”  “  Tories  and  Slavery,”  “  Brown  and  Liberty,” 
etc.  The  west  half  was  covered  with  Pink  bills,  “  Vote  for  the 
Solicitor-General,  the  Conservative  Candidate.” 

The  same  voter’s  Register  was  used  at  this  Election  as 
at  the  last  and  the  number  of  voters  on  the  Register,  except 
for  a  very  few  deaths  and  removals,  was  therefore  also  the 
same. 

On  Nomination  day,  Saturday  the  26th  February  : — 


Mr.  Padwick  proposed 
Mr.  Lintott  seconded 
Mr.  Michell  proposed! 
Mr.  Angus  seconded  j 


| Sir  Harding 
Mr.  Brown. 


e  Giffard. 


There  was  no  third  candidate  at  this  Election.  The 
teetotallers,  determined  if  possible  to  purge  the  Liberal  party 
of  all  responsibility  for  drunkenness  at  Elections,  were  solid 
for  Mr.  Brown,  but  there  was  a  great  deal  of  excitement 
and  speculation  as  to  the  result  of  the  Election  ;  neither  side 
was  confident  of  success,  and  both  sides  were  embittered  by 
recollections  of  the  circumstances  attending' the  intrusion  of 
the  Permissive  Bill  candidate  and  the  recent  petition. 

Polling  took  place  on  Tuesday  the  29th  February.  As 
early  as  6  o’clock  in  the  morning  carriages  and  horses  were 
dispatched  to  distant  places  to  fetch  out-voters,  and  by 
8  o’clock,  when  the  Town  Flail  polling  place  opened,  the  Market 
Square  was  well  peopled  with  active  and  excited  partisans 
and  the  first  batch  of  voters  was  ready  to  poll.  .The  carriages 
of  Mr.  Lucas,  Mr.  Padwick,  Colonel  Aldridge,  Mr.  Dickens 
and  others,  profusely  decorated  in  pink,  were  on  duty  all  day 
conveying  voters  to  the  poll  ;  the  carriages  of  Mr.  Hurst  and 
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Colonel  Brown  in  blue  doing  the  same  duty  on  the  other  side. 
One  carriage-load  of  voters  drove  up  in  pink  colour  in  a  pink 
carriage,  but  as  they  turned  into  the  polling  place  they  took 
off  their  pink  and  showed  blue  colour,  an  act  that  was  greeted 
with  mingled  groans  and  cheers.  Both  candidates  mixed 
freely  with  the  crowd  during  the  day,  and  there  were  also  many 
people  present  from  neighbouring  towns,  including  the  Mayor 
and  several  Councillors  from  Guildford,  some  from  Brighton, 
others  from  Lewes  and  also  from  London.  In  the  first  hour 
no  had  polled  ;  in  the  second  hour  250;  in  the  third  hour 
320.  By  1  o’clock  620  had  polled. 

The  Blues  estimated  the  poll  as  follows  : — 


No. 

Brown. 

9  A.M.  . 

62 

10  „  . 

147 

II  „  . 

226 

12  NOON 

278 

I  P.M. 

333 

2  „ 

386 

3  „ 

449 

4  „ 

476 

Giffard. 

Doubtful. 

Clear  majority 
for  Brown. 

32 

15 

15 

70 

33 

44 

135 

58 

33 

175 

75 

28 

197 

87 

49 

215 

107 

64 

254 

143 

52 

266 

160 

50 

At  about  3  o’clock  there  was  a  lull  in  the  proceedings. 
The  carriages  were  going  about  with  but  few  passengers  ; 
the  Blues  appeared  confident ;  the  Pinks  looked  anxious 
and  they  were  evidently  under  a  cloud.  They  did  their  share 
of  shouting,  however,  and  at  4  o’clock  a  mighty  cheer  an¬ 
nounced  the  close  of  the  poll,  “  when,”  says  a  contemporary 
account,  “  a  rush  was  made  to  the  adjacent  taverns.”  During 
the  interval  of  counting,  the  crowd  amused  itself  in  the  very 
dull  weather  in  various  ways  as  best  it  could  ;  the  excitement 
increasing  as  the  time  went  on.  Ladies  of  rank  and  fashion 
crowded  the  “  Anchor  ”  windows,  hoping  for  a  Pink  victory. 
“  In  the  midst  of  the  excitement,”  says  the  same  authority, 
“  at  about  20  minutes  to  six  a  lithe  figure  was  seen  to  leave 
the  Town  Hall  and  rush  across  to  the  ‘  Anchor.’  ”  It  was 
taken  as  a  good  omen  by  the  Pinks,  who  raised  a  hearty  cheer  ; 
but  before  its  echoes  had  died  away  it  was  observed  that  the 
fair  forms  of  the  occupants  of  the  “  Anchor  ”  windows 
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gradually  and  silently  withdrew,  and  then,  when  Mr.  Cowan 
(a  leading  Blue)  came  from  the  Town  Hall  and  shouted 
“  The  Liberal  is  in,”  a  cheer  broke  forth  that  was  heard  all 
over  Horsham.  As  soon  as  quiet  was  partially  obtained  the 
Returning  Officer,  Mr.  E.  I.  Bostock,  read  the  result  of  the 
poll : — 


Colonel  Brown 

.  478 

Sir  Hardinge  Giffard 

■  424 1 

Majority  for  Brown 

•  54 

After  the  usual  vote  of  thanks  to  the  Returning  Officer, 
Colonel  Brown  addressed  the  crowd  from  his  Committee  Room 
window.  He  gave  his  hearty  thanks  to  all  his  supporters  and 
modestly  attributed  the  great  victory  to  Mr.  Hurst.  Mr. 
Hurst  appeared  and  expressed  himself  equally  pleased.  The 
cheering  was  immense,  “  Hurst  for  ever,”  “  Brown  for  ever.” 
These  cries  assailed  the  ears  and  haunted  the  memories  of  the 
twice-disappointed  Pinks  who  at  no  time  had  thought  so  severe 
a  defeat  possible  and  who  soon  retired,  leaving  room  for  their 
successful  rivals  to  arrange  the  usual  honour  of  parading  the 
the  victor  round  the  town. 

Mr.  Brown  sat  as  Member  for  Horsham  until  the  dissolu¬ 
tion  of  Parliament  on  the  24th  March  1880. 2 

But  for  some  time  before  the  end  of  the  Parliament  the 
Blue  party  was  agitated  and  divided  as  to  its  candidate  for 
the  next  Election.  Mr.  Hurst,  of  course,  would  again  be  eligible 
and  his  qualifications  for  the  honour  were  superior  to  those  of 
Mr.  Brown  ;  his  Parliamentary  and  platform  experience  and 
ability  ;  his  family’s  century’s  association*  with  the  town  ; 
its  many  years’  representation  of  the  Borough  in  Parliament ; 
and  his  personal,  sympathetic  and  helpful  connection  with  his 
numerous  tenantry,  these  made  a  strong  claim  upon  the 
Conservative-minded  portion  of  the  Blue  party.  Indeed  it 
was  admitted  on  all  hands  that  had  Mr.  Hurst  appeared  as 
a  Conservative  instead  of  a  Liberal  candidate,  so  high  was  the 

1  It  will  be  noted  that  the  Pink  poll  is  exactly  the  same  number  as  at  the  pre¬ 
ceding  election. 

2  To  Col.  Brown  credit  is  due  for  an  amendment  to  the  Army  Discipline 
Bill  of  1879  by  which  he  reduced  the  maximum  punishment  by  flogging  from 
50  lashes  to  25.  The  Government  accepted  the  amendment.  Flogging  was 
abolished  in  1881. 
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personal  regard  in  which  he  was  held  that  he  might  have 
held  the  seat  continuously  from  the  time  of  his  first  bid  for  it. 
But  others  of  the  party  favoured  Mr.  Brown.  He  was  younger. 
He  had  a  dash  of  Radicalism  in  his  political  make-up  as 
compared  with  Mr.  Hurst’s  mild  Liberalism.  He  had  got 
the  largest  Blue  majority  of  any  candidate  since  the  first  re¬ 
form  Election  and  he  was  playing  up  well  for  popularity 
in  the  Borough.  This  strong  and  nearly  equal  division  of 
opinion  produced  a  curious  compromise  at  one  of  the  Blue 
Committee  meetings  which  passed  the  Resolution  on  1st 
February  1877,  “  That  if  Mr.  Brown  is  the  only  Liberal  candi¬ 
date  at  the  next  Election  he  will  be  returned  ;  but  if  Mr. 
Hurst  consents  to  stand  he  will  secure  the  larger  number  of 
votes.”  The  difficulty  was  settled  by  Mr.  Hurst  who,  apprised 
of  the  situation,  under  the  circumstances  declined  to  stand 
again.  He  therefore  left  the  field  clear  for  Mr.  Brown  who  was 
immediately  and  unanimously  adopted  as  the  Blue  candidate. 

Whilst  the  Blues  were  discussing  the  relative  merits  of 
their  two  eligible  candidates,  the  Pinks  brought  out  Sir  Henry 
Fletcher,  the  strongest  candidate  they  had  ever  produced 
except  Sir  Seymour  Fitzgerald.  Though  living  at  Angmering 
Sir  Henry  had  inherited,  and  still  owned,  considerable  pro¬ 
perty  in  Horsham  that  had  been  in  possession  of  his  family 
for  generations,  and,  like  Mr.  Hurst  and  Colonel  Aldridge, 
gave  annually  a  rent  audit  dinner  in  the  town.  He  was  better, 
and  had  been  longer,  known  at  Horsham  than  had  Mr.  Brown 
and  made  himself  very  popular  by  his  prepossessing  appear¬ 
ance  and  courteous  manners,  by  his  judicious  orders  to  trades¬ 
men  and  also  by  a  copious  supply  of  beer. 

Messrs.  Medwin,  Davis  and  Sadler  acted  as  agents  for  Mr. 
Brown. 

Mr.  Arthur  Bostock  acted  as  agent  for  Sir  Henry  Fletcher. 

As  this  was  the  last  Election  held  for  the  Borough  of 
Horsham,  we  give,  verbatim,  the  addresses  of  both  candidates :  — 

“  To  the  Electors  of  the  Borough  of  Horsham. 

“  Gentlemen, 

“  I  again  offer  myself  as  Candidate  for  the  honour  of 
representing  your  ancient  Borough  in  Parliament  at  the 
coming  Election. 
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“  I  trust  that  my  votes  in  the  House  of  Commons  as 
well  as  my  addresses  at  the  meetings  I  have  attended 
have  made  my  views  and  principles  clear  and  that  you 
will  consider  that  I  have  fully  redeemed  the  promises 
I  made  you  four  years  since. 

“  The  unsatisfactory  conditions  of  the  finances  of  the 
Country  call  for  a  more  peaceful  and  less  disturbing 
Foreign  policy,  and  the  system  of  carrying  over  deficiencies 
to  future  years  can  only  lead  to  serious  results  and  merits 
the  strongest  disapproval. 

“  A  Liberal  policy  which  would  devote  more  attention 
to  home  affairs  and  aim  at  keeping  expenditure  within 
reasonable  bounds  would  but  conduce  to  a  return  of 
prosperity  to  the  Country 

“  As  an  advocate  for  such  a  policy  I  ask  for  your 
votes. 

“  Should  you  do  me  the  honour  to  elect  me  I  would 
continue  to  give  my  general,  but  independent  support  to 
the  Liberal  party.  I  would  vote  for  measures  which  would 
admit  of  a  more  equitable  adjustment  of  local  taxation 
and  lead  to  the  better  government  of  Counties  ;  and  while 
earnestly  desiring  to  see  ample  justice  done  to  Ireland,  and 
full  reparation  made  to  her  for  past  misgovernment, 

I  should  strongly  oppose  any  measures  which  might 
result  in  the  dis-memberment  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

“  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Gentlemen, 

Your  obedient  Servant, 

Ja’s  Clifton  Brown. 

“  Holmbush 

March  gth  1880.” 

“  To  the  Electors  of  the  Borough  Of  Horsham. 

“  Gentlemen, 

“  The  Dissolution  of  Parliament  has  been  announced 
and  I  hasten  to  offer  myself  as  a  Candidate  for  the  great 
honour  of  representing  you  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

“  My  opinions  are  not  unknown  to  you,  and  if  you 
return  me  to  represent  you  in  Parliament  I  shall  give  a 
steady  but  independent  support  to  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment. 


James  Clifton  Brown,  M.P.  Horsham, 
1876-1880. 


Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  Bart., 
M.P.  Horsham,  1880-1885. 


Horsham  Town  Hall,  February,  1876,  covered  with  Election  bills, 
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“  I  believe  their  Foreign  Policy  has  raised  the  position 
of  the  Country  in  the  opinion  of  the  Civilised  Nations  of 
the  World,  and  has  done  much  to  secure  the  Peace  of 
Europe.  They  have  also  shown  a  firm  determination  not 
to  favour  in  the  slightest  degree  the  dangerous  doctrine 
of  Home  Rule,  and  you  will  find  that  they  have  inaugurated 
and  successfully  carried  through  many  measures  greatly 
to  the  benefit  of  the  people  of  this  country. 

“  Should  I  be  so  fortunate  as  to  be  returned  as  your 
Member  my  increasing  endeavour  will  be  to  use  all  my 
energy  in  the  discharge  of  those  great  and  important 
duties  you  will  have  entrusted  to  me,  and  I  venture  to 
hope  should  such  be  the  case  you  will  never  have  cause 
to  repent  the  choice  you  will  have  made. 

I  am  Gentlemen, 

Your  obedient  Servant, 

Henry  Fletcher. 


“  The  ‘  Anchor  ’  Hotel, 

Horsham,  10th  March  1880.” 


The  Blues,  with  a  growing  and  uncompromising  Temperance 
party  as  supporters,  had  now  almost  dismissed  John  Barleycorn 
from  their  service  in  a  manner  which,  after  so  many  years 
faithful  devotion,  looked  like  shabby  treatment ;  but  the 
Pinks,  unhampered  by  association  with  any  such  party,  still 
employed  this  oldest  and  most  potent  of  electioneering  agents, 
albeit  less  openly  than  of  yore.  This  ready  and  willing  servant 
began  his  duties  at  this  Election  a  considerable  time  before 
the  dissolution  of  Parliament.  Lump  sums  of  money  were 
distributed  to  Pink  public-houses  preceding  and  following 
meetings  held  at  these  houses  by  the  “  Working  Men’s  Con¬ 
servative  Association,”  and  liquor  flowed  in  anticipation  of 
the  ensuing  Election  freely  and  fully,  certainly  more  so  than 
at  the  two  immediately  preceding  Elections.  Such  one-sided 
patronage  and  support  naturally  showed  John  Barleycorn 
which  of  the  two  parties  was  his  friend.  Not  only  at  Hor¬ 
sham  but  in  the  Country  generally  the  Temperance  movement 
made  headway,  and  it  is  surely  indicative  rather  of  trade 
political  gravitation  than  a  mere  accident  that  many  of  the 

31 
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Blue  public-houses  at  Horsham,  formerly  about  half  the  total, 
deserted  their  old  colour  and  turned  Pink. 

Besides  the  teetotal  party  there  was  another  new  challenge 
to  the  working  men’s  supply  of  liquor  at  Horsham.  The 
Liberal  party  in  opposition  under  Mr.  Gladstone  in  the  House 
of  Commons  had  adumbrated  a  further  extension  of  the  suf¬ 
frage  ;  the  rural  householder  was  to  be  enfranchised.  A 
new  Reform  Bill  as  drastic  as  that  of  1832  threatened  the 
extinction  of  all  those  small  Boroughs  which  the  Act  of  1832 
had  left  in  existence,  and  if  the  new  Bill  became  law  the 
Borough  of  Horsham  as  a  Parliamentary  Constituency  was 
doomed,  and  with  it  was  also  doomed  all  those  generous 
doses  of  alcohol,  such  as  the  Pink  party  was  now  again  pro¬ 
viding,  which  had  regularly  accompanied  every  Election. 

The  Blues  started  the  campaign  with  confidence  in  them¬ 
selves  and  their  candidate.  From  their  canvass  they  made 
an  estimate  of  their  prospects  at  the  poll,  an  estimate  which 
gave  Mr.  Brown  a  very  substantial  majority  of  votes : — 

Brown  .....  564 

Fletcher  .  .  .  .  .514 

Neuters  .....  85 

The  Pinks,  having  shelved  Colonel  Aldridge  and  with  him, 
they  hoped,  all  taint  of  the  Skeleton  and  the  dog-in-the-manger 
fiasco  of  1875  and  1876,  and  feeling  convinced  that  Horsham 
not  only  ought  to  be,  but  from  their  canvass,  that  it  really 
was  a  Pink  Borough,  strove  with  all  their  might  to  win  the 
seat  for  their  candidate. 

Public  meetings  were  held  as  usual,  and  from  the  speeches 
made  it  can  be  seen  that  the  political  differences  between 
the  candidates  at  the  last  Election  were  maintained.  Sir 
Henry  Fletcher  had  all  the  Tory  qualities  of  Sir  Hardinge 
Giffard,  though  he  could  not  boast  his  oratorical  accomplish¬ 
ments.  Mr.  Brown  stood  as  he  did  in  1876.  It  is  nice,  how¬ 
ever,  to  record  that  in  the  intervening  four  years  the  bitter¬ 
ness  that  previously  existed  had  evaporated,  for  Mr  Brown 
and  Sir  Henry  Fletcher  appeared  as  personal  friends  and  on 
one  occasion  went  to  a  Market  dinner  arm-in-arm  “  just  to 
show  there  was  no  ill-feeling.” 

The  Pink  meetings,  frequently  held  chiefly  at  the  public- 
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houses,  were  very  moist ;  on  the  other  hand,  the  Blue  meetings, 
held  at  various  places,  were  getting  “  dry.”  It  was  soon 
seen  that  Sir  Henry  was  making  great  headway  in  the  public 
favour.  There  was  an  enthusiasm  arising  as  much  from  his 
deserved  personal  popularity  as  from  moisture  at  his  meetings 
which  was  lacking  at  those  of  Mr.  Brown  ;  indeed  at  one  of 
his  meetings,  held  at  the  skating  rink,  a  place  of  public  enter 
tainment,  then  newly  erected  just  east  of  the  iron  bridge  on 
the  North  side  of  the  street,  Mr.  Brown  let  slip  an  unfortunate 
expression  that  did  his  cause  more  damage  than  anything 
his  opponents  had  said  or  done.  “  The  working-man,”  he 
is  alleged  to  have  said  in  the  course  of  his  speech,  “  was 
nowadays  too  extravagant  in  his  tastes  ;  he  wanted  ham  and 
eggs  for  breakfast.”  This  was  a  first-class  opportunity  of 
a  good  score  for  the  Pinks  of  which  they  availed  themselves 
promptly  and  fully.  The  statement  flew  round  the  town  like 
wildfire  and  no  explanation  was  able  to  overtake  it  or  mitigate 
its  damaging  effect.  “  See  !!  ”  cried  the  Pinks,  “  A  Liberal 
Government  would  deprive  us  of  our  Borough  !  The  Horsham 
Liberals  would  deprive  us  of  our  beer  !!  Mr.  Brown  would 
deprive  us  of  our  eggs  and  bacon  !!!  ”  “  Vote  for  Fletcher.” 

From  that  night  Mr.  Brown’s  cause  visibly  declined.  He 
had  made  a  rod  for  his  own  back  and  he  was  unable  to  with¬ 
stand  the  assaults  made  by  the  Pinks  with  the  weapon  he  had 
so  thoughtlessly  placed  in  their  hands.  The  hasty  estimate 
of  a  substantial  Blue  victory  faded  away  and  Mr.  Brown 
staggered  to  the  poll  with  but  a  faint  hope  of  success. 

We  have  found  only  one  squib  published  at  this  Election. 
This  was  issued  by  the  Blues. 

A  Visitor  in  Horsham. 

A  Working  Man. 

Old  Horsham  again  to  its  centre  is  stirred, 

The  old  Borough  is  all  in  commotion  ; 

Fletcher  and  Brown  are  the  names  that  are  heard, 

And  to  each  people  show  their  devotion. 

By  Pink  bills  and  Blue  scattered  over  the  Town, 

I  see  there’s  to  be  an  election  ; 

By  what  I  can  hear  they  eulogize  Brown, 

But  to  Fletcher  is  shown  disaffection. 

31  * 
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Conservative  Fletcher  and  Liberal  Brown 
No  wonder  the  latter  finds  favour  ; 
Conservative  measures,  we  cannot  but  own, 
Of  taxation  and  war  strongly  savour. 


Six  years  have  we  had  of  Conservative  rule, 
And  what  have  they  done  in  those  years  ? 
Taxations  increased,  and  wars  the  most  cruel 
Have  raged  and  saluted  our  ears. 


A  government  wise  would  seek  to  avoid 
Vain  bluster,  and  waste  and  taxation  ; 

Their  time  and  their  talents  should  all  be  employed 
In  making  good  laws  for  the  Nation. 


In  Wellington’s  time  Conservatives  ruled  ; 

Just  think  of  the  millions  spent  then  ! 

Their  pride  and  their  glory  their  actions  befooled, 
Regardless  of  treasure  or  men. 


America,  too,  could  no  longer  withstand 
Their  insults,  taxation  and  waste  ; 

But  maddened  with  rage  and  bayonet  in  hand 
The  English  they  met  face  to  face. 


The  result  is  that  eight  thousand  millions  or  more 
We  have  for  their  folly  to  pay, 

A  burden  we  have  and  shall  have  to  deplore 
And  our  children  for  many  a  day. 


If  Liberals  hold  the  government  rein, 

Expenditure  wasteful  will  cease  ; 

Our  trade  will  revive  and  plenty  will  reign, 

Our  hearts  will  be  gladdened  with  peace. 

Who  gave  us  the  Ballot  ?  Who  gave  us  Reform  ? 

Who  gave  us  the  blessing,  Free  Trade  ? 

The  Liberals  did,  and  they  surged  through  the  storm, 
Which  was  by  Conservatives  made. 


Then,  Horsham  electors,  the  good  cause  espouse  ; 

To  Parliament  send  Mr.  Brown. 

It  is  time  to  awake,  it  is  time  to  arouse. 

That  Victory  your  efforts  may  crown. 
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The  number  of  voters  on  the  Register  stood  as  follows  : — 
Householders  ....  1208 
Lodgers  .....  5 

Burgess  .....  1 


On  Nomination  day  the  30th  March  1880 — 

Mr.  R.  H.  Hurst  nominated! ,, 
x  TT  ...  .  ,  [Mr.  Brown. 

Mr.  H.  Michell  seconded  J 

Mr.  C.  T.  Lucas  nominated 

Mr.  W.  Lintott  seconded 


j-Sir  Henry  Fletcher. 


Polling  took  place  on  the  1st  April  1880  between  the  usual 
hours  of  8  a.m.  and  4  p.m. 

Pink  was  the  predominating  colour  of  the  crowd  and 
confidence  was  the  predominating  feeling  of  the  Pinks  ;  they 
had  banked  largely  on  the  ham  and  eggs  ;  it  had  yielded  them 
an  excellent  return,  and  they  were  now  buoyed  up  to  a  pitch 
of  elation  such  as  they  had  not  enjoyed  since  1874.  Success 
could  be  read  in  their  faces  ;  whilst  the  Blues,  with  no  reply 
to  the  Pink  appeal  to  the  electorate  to  save  their  bacon, 
showed  even  more  plainly  the  consciousness  of  a  losing  cause. 

“  Polling  day,”  writes  an  eye-witness,  “  was  principally 
given  up  to  fighting  and  drinking.1  A  bushel  of  beer  was 
brought  in  and  put  on  the  counter  of  the  ‘  Anchor  ’  in  a  bushel 
measure.” 

The  neighbourhood  of  the  Town  Hall  and  the  streets 
adjoining  were  packed  with  people,  notwithstanding  the 
steady  downpour  of  rain  which  commenced  at  midday  and 
continued  until  late  in  the  evening.  Great  excitement  pre¬ 
vailed. 

At  about  20  minutes  past  5  o’clock  the  Returning  Officer 
Mr.  E.  I.  Bostock  appeared,  followed  by  Sir  Henry*  Fletcher 
who  went  and  stood  on  his  right ;  then  by  Mr.  Brown  who 
moved  to  his  left.  After  a  few  minutes  of  deafening  cheers 
by  the  Pinks  the  figures  were  read  out : — 

For  Sir  Henry  Fletcher  .  .  605 

,,  Mr.  Brown  .  .  .  5°4 


Majority  for  Fletcher  .  101 

1  This  writer  was  on  unofficial  Pink  duty  all  day,  bringing  up  voters,  etc., 
but  we  think  the  words  “  principally  given  up  ”  are  something  of  an  exaggeration. 
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Sir  Henry  Fletcher  was  accordingly  declared  duly  re¬ 
turned  Member  of  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of  Horsham. 

Sir  Henry  addressed  the  crowd  from  the  upper  window  of 
the  “  Anchor,”  his  headquarters.  He  did  not  say  much,  and 
most  of  what  he  did  say  was  lost  amid  the  noise.  He  thanked 
all  who  had  helped  to  return  him  and  had  no  doubt  that, 
as  Horsham  was  one  of  the  first  Boroughs  to  poll,  the  result 
of  this  contest  would  influence  other  Elections  in  England. 
Mr.  Brown  addressed  his  supporters  from  the  “  King’s  Head  ” 
upper  window.  He  thanked  them  all  for  their  support  and 
hoped  to  contest  the  Borough  again  in  the  interests  of  those 
principles  which  as  Liberals  thay  all  held.  There  were  other 
speakers,  but  nothing  could  be  heard  in  the  cheers,  counter¬ 
cheers,  groans,  and  the  noise  of  a  scratch  brass  band  which  just 
then  started  playing  the  Victor  the  usual  triumphant  ride 
round  the  town. 

Sir  Henry’s  success  was  celebrated  in  anything  but  an 
aesthetic  manner  by  his  overjoyed  partisans.  It  will  seem 
strange  to  the  great  majority  of  the  present  generation,  and 
to  future  generations,  that  this  political  victory  of  less  than 
fifty  years  ago  should  have  been  used  by  many  of  those  who 
won  it  as  a  suitable  occasion  for  an  outrage  upon  sobriety 
and  good  conduct,  but  this  low  Election  characteristic,  though 
modified  by  the  Ballot  Act  and  now  within  a  few  years  of  its 
doom  at  Horsham  still  clung  to  the  Borough  like  ivy  round 
an  old  house  ;  it  had  been  trimmed  back  a  little  by  Mr. 
Cramp’s  temperance  shears  in  1875  and  1876  and  by  the  Blue 
successes  of  those  years,  but  it  shot  out  all  the  stronger  at 
the  Pink  success  of  1880.  Upon  the  declaration  of  the  poll 
the  Pinks  were  unable  to  control  themselves  in  their  over¬ 
flowing  joy,  and  they  could  find,  indeed  they  sought,  no  other 
channel  so  handy,  so  well  established,  and  so  effective  in  ex¬ 
pressing  it  as  those  of  the  bottle  and  the  barrel.  All  the 
evening  after  the  Election,  and  during  the  whole  of  the  next 
day,  the  Pink  public-houses  were  given  up  to  an  almost  un¬ 
restricted  orgy  of  drink.  In  the  “  Anchor  ”  alley,  we  have 
been  told  by  eye-witnesses,  barrels  of  beer  were  broached  and 
inebriates  of  various  degree  “  were  dancing  round  like  witches 
round  a  cauldron,”  whilst  inebriates  “  in  extremis  ”  were 
lying  in  irregular  self-helplessness  farther  up  the  passage. 
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From  the  “  King’s  Head  ”  and  “  Anchor  ”  to  the  “  Bedford,” 
and  from  the  “  Black  Horse  ”  to  the  “  St.  Leonards,”  the 
Pinks  went  to  and  fro,  indulging  and  spreading  their  hilarious 
excitement. 

At  the  Black  Horse,’  ”  writes  another  eye-witness 
on  the  night  after  the  election,  “  I  saw  an  immense 
quantity  of  champagne  and  other  liquor  drunk.  I  was 
there  with  a  friend.  The  bar  and  back  parlour  were 
so  crowded  that  we  could  not  move  and  the  whole  party 
appeared  to  be  intoxicated.  One  man  ordered  up  5 
or  6  bottles  of  champagne  at  a  time.  We  had  a  glass 
each.  No  one  paid  a  farthing.” 

Such  was  the  strength,  and  so  wide  was  the  permeation, 
of  the  noxious  alcoholic  fumes  at  this  time  that  many  respect¬ 
able  people  were  victimised  ;  even  a  certain  clerical  dignitary 
of  the  town  succumbed  and  was  taken  home  ill  from  the 
King’s  Head  ”  in  his  carriage. 

The  expenses  of  Sir  Henry  Fletcher  were  returned  as 
£1,174  ns.  id.  ;  those  of  Colonel  Brown,  £923  5s.  5d. ;  from 
which  it  can  be  seen  the  official  cost  of  votes  at  Horsham 
at  this  Election  was  £2  each. 

A  petition  against  the  Return  of  Sir  Henry  Fletcher  was 
presented  on  the  26th  April  by  Thomas  William  Cowan, 
Henry  Carter,  Edward  Burstow,  and  Frederick  Samuel  Daldy 
on  allegations  of  bribery,  treating,  and  undue  influence.  But 
the  petitioners  were  able  to  frame  but  a  weak  case.  The 
allegations  of  bribery  were  confined  to  the  payments  of  a  few 
shillings  in  cash  and  promises  of  payment  of  railway  expenses 
of  voters.  Those  of  treating  were  confined  to  ante-Election 
meetings  of  the  Conservative  Working  Men’s  Club.  Evidence 
of  the  post-Election  debauch  which,  had  it  taken  place  before 
instead  of  after  the  Election  might  have  unseated  the  Member, 
was  inadmissible.  Allegations  of  undue  influence  were  un¬ 
supported  by  evidence.  Counsel’s  opinion  on  the  case  sub¬ 
mitted  to  them  gave  no  encouragement  to  proceed  with  it 
but  rather,  unless  the  petitioners  could  materially  strengthen 
their  evidence,  advised  an  application  for  leave  to  withdraw 
the  petition.  On  Saturday  the  22nd  May  application  for  leave 
to  withdraw  the  petition  was  granted  and  the  Member’s  seat 
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was  secure.  This  ending  was  a  source  of  great  relief  to  the 
Pinks  and  the  occasion  of  many  fraternal  greetings  between 
them  and  those  Blues  for  whom  Colonel  Brown  was  of  too 
Radical  a  tendency.  Indeed  the  character  and  behaviour  of 
Sir  Henry  Fletcher  was  such  as  to  make  the  abandonment 
of  the  petition  an  occasion  of  general  rejoicing,  in  which  the 
ringing  of  the  church  bells  was  given  a  prominent  part.  Strange 
to  say,  on  the  same  day  in  the  midst  of  these  rejoicings  the 
Under-Sheriff,  Mr.  Bull,  came  down  to  make  arrangements  for 
the  hearing  of  the  petition  which  was  entered  to  take  place 
at  the  Town  Hall,  Horsham,  on  the  7th  June.  The  Sheriff 
had  received  no  notification  as  to  the  fate  of  the  petition. 

It  is  worthy  of  remark  that  this,  the  last  contested, 
Election  at  Horsham  should  have  retained  one  personal 
link;  one  vote  connecting  it  with  the  first  Election  in  1295. 
Mr.  Pilfold  Medwin,  who  in  1829  succeeded  his  late  father  in 
his  practice  as  an  attorney-at-law  and  inherited  his  Burgage 
property,  always  insisted  upon  being  registered  on  the  voters’ 
lists  and  tendering  his  vote  as  a  Burgess.  His  was  the 
only  vote  out  of  the  1109  votes  given  at  this  Election,  and  of 
the  fifty-two  original  franchises  created  in  1295,  that  survived 
the  full  elective  period  of  the  existence  of  the  Borough, 
nearly  600  years  ;  and  the  vote  thus  given  by  this  old  gentle¬ 
man  1  of  86  years  of  age  connected  Horsham’s  first  Member 
of  Parliament  with  its  last.  Mr.  Medwin  died  unmarried  in 
1880,  and  with  him  died  the  last  Burgage  vote. 

On  Thursday  the  30th  November  1883  the  Liberal  party 
held  a  large  meeting  at  the  “  King’s  Head  ”  to  hear  Mr.  G. 
Faudel  Phillips  (who,  for  a  time  lived  at  Horsham  Park), 
give  an  address  with  a  view  to  his  adoption  as  the  Liberal 
candidate  for  the  Borough  at  the  next  Election.  Mr.  Hurst 
presided  over  a  strong  platform  and  a  full  meeting,  and 
Mr.  Phillips  gave  a  spirited  address  in  which  he  announced 
himself  an  ardent  admirer  and  supporter  of  Mr.  Gladstone  ; 
after  which  Mr.  J.  C.  Brown  proposed,  and  Mr.  F.  W.  Pigott 
seconded,  “  That  Mr.  Faudel  Phillips  having  consented  to 
become  the  Liberal  candidate  at  the  next  Election,  this  meeting 
pledges  itself  to  use  all  legitimate  means  to  secure  his  election.” 


1  Born  13th  June  1794,  died.  4th  November  1S80. 
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The  proposition  was  supported  in  speeches  by  Mr.  W.  E. 
Hubbard  and  Lord  Greville,  and  carried  with  unanimity  and 
enthusiasm. 

But  Mr.  Phillips  never  had  the  chance  to  stand  as  candidate 
for  the  Borough  of  Horsham.  His  admired  leader,  Mr.  Glad¬ 
stone  himself,  turned  Sir  Henry  Fletcher  out  of  his  seat  and 
destroyed  it. 

The  accession  to  power  of  the  Liberal  Government  in  1880 
settled  the  fate  of  Horsham  as  a  Borough  Constituency.  By 
the  Representation  of  the  People’s  Act  of  the  6th  December 
1884,  the  Registration  of  the  Voter’s  Act  of  the  21st  May  1885, 
and  the  Redistribution  of  Seats  Act  of  the  25th  June  1885  ; 
by  this  third  great  electoral  Reform  a  much  greater  extension 
of  the  suffrage  was  made  ;  a  further  democratisation  of  the 
Constitution  which  nearly  fulfilled  the  prophecy  of  the  Pinks 
at  the  1880  Election.  It  left  the  eggs  and  bacon  untouched, 
but  it  deprived  the  people  of  Horsham  of  their  Parliamentary 
Borough  and  reduced  almost  to  nil,  if  it  did  not  entirely  abol¬ 
ish,  the  quantity  of  beer  per  capita  supplied  gratis  to  thirsty 
voters.  It  had  precisely  the  same  effect  upon  the  enlarged 
Horsham  Borough  Constituency  as  the  Reform  Act  of  1832 
had  upon  the  old  rotten  Borough  Constituency.  The  old 
Borough  was  merged  into  the  new  Parliamentary  Borough 
of  the  whole  Parish  of  Horsham.  The  newer  Borough  was 
merged  into  the  newly-created  Horsham  Parliamentary 
Division  of  the  County  of  Sussex,  and  there  and  then  on  the 
25th  June  1885,  as  a  Constituency,  it  ended. 


Of  the  twelve  contested  Elections  after  the  Reform  Act  of 
1832,  nine  were  won  by  the  Blues  and  three  by  the  Pinks, 
or,  excluding  the  two  void  Elections,  those  of  1847  an<I  1 87 5 > 
seven  by  the  Blues  and  three  by  the  Pinks.  At  the  five 
uncontested  Elections  four  Pinks  and  one  Blue  were  returned. 
It  is  thus  seen  that  the  Borough  was  represented  eight  times 
by  Blues  and  seven  times  by  Pinks  during  its  fifty-three  years 
of  post-Reform  life.  Of  these  years  it  was  represented  thirty- 
one  by  Blues  and  twenty-two  by  Pinks,  and  of  the  6,458  votes 
recorded  3 > 5^3  were  Blue  and  2,955  were  Pink. 
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It  is  impossible  to  ascertain,  futile  to  guess,  the  proportion 
of  these  votes  that  were  given  honestly  ;  that  is  to  say,  were 
uninfluenced  by  intimidation,  bribes,  or  drink.  It  is  impossible 
also  to  ascertain  the  number  of  tradesmen  who  have  lost 
customers,  workmen  who  have  lost  situations,  and  tenants 
who  have  been  turned  out  of  their  homes  ;  but  it  is  certain 
that  at  every  one  of  these  Elections  these  forms  of  corruption 
affected  more  or  less  the  voting,  if  not  the  results  of  the  polling. 
Exact  figures  might  gratify  a  few  who  possess  domineering 
and  vindictive  dispositions,  but  on  the  other  hand  they  must 
certainly  anger  all  who  have  a  proper  regard  for  “  cricket.” 
Even  after  the  Ballot  Act  had  removed  the  power  of  undue 
influence  to  determine  votes,  if  the  voters,  whatever  circum¬ 
stances  might  compel  them  to  profess,  chose  to  vote  freely, 
canvassing  remained  ;  zealous  partisans  flouted  the  spirit  of 
the  Act  by  using  pressure  upon  careless  or  economic  depen¬ 
dents.  And  after  the  last  contested  Election  of  all,  in  1880, 
the  Pink  jubilation  was  set  off  by  Blue  dissatisfaction  which 
vindictively  ceased  dealing  with  some  tradesmen  who  declined 
both  to  promise  and  to  vote  as  requested.  Doubtless  there 
were  cases  when  “  favours  ”  of  one  colour  were  aggressively, 
even  though  conscientiously,  worn  without  due  consideration 
of  their  effect  upon  sensitive  and  excitable  employers  who  were 
of  the  other  colour.  We  have  in  mind  one  case  in  which  an 
active  and  keen  partisan  was  discharged  from  his  place  and 
turned  out  of  his  house,  given  what  was  known  as  the  “  infernal 
sack,”  and  threatened  with  being  driven  from  the  town,  either 
for  his  aggressiveness  or  conscientiousness,  or  both.  After 
the  Election  the  defeated  candidate  for  whom  he  had  sacri¬ 
ficed  his  job  and  his  home  was  waited  upon  by  the  victim’s 
wife  in  the  expectation  of  some  sort  of  recompense  or  help, 
but  she  received  only  a  request  to  move  off  the  premises. 

To  anyone  who  can  see  in  perspective  the  history  of  the 
Borough  from  1885  back  to  the  first  Reform  Act  it  is  obvious 
that  with  the  numerical  growth  of  the  Constituency  the  abuses 
that  clung  to  it  weakened  as  they  were  diffused.  If  we  divide 
these  last  fifty  years  at  that  point  where  the  joint  action  of 
the  Representation  of  the  People’s  Act  of  1867  and  the 
Ballot  Act  of  1872  took  effect,  there  is  a  perceptible  difference 
between  these  portions  in  the  character  both  of  Elections  and 
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electors.  The  encouragement  given  to  independence  by  the 
doubling  of  the  electorate,  the  abolition  of  those  degrading 
features  so  long  associated  with  the  Hustings,  and  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  voting  by  ballot,  these  created  a  vast  alteration 
in  the  electoral  atmosphere  and,  notwithstanding  the  1880 
post-Election  orgy  and  the  cases  just  mentioned,  made  the 
latter  portion  superior  to  the  former  from  every  desirable 
point  of  view.  A  still  greater  improvement  is  perceptible 
at  the  merging  of  the  Borough  into  the  County  division 
Constituency,  and,  standing  to-day  faced  with  proposals  for 
universal  suffrage  and  further  enlarged  Constituencies  we  may 
reasonably  hope  for  a  complete  release  from  those  unhealthy 
accretions  that  for  centuries  have  sorely  afflicted  the  “  body 
politick.” 

When  Britain’s  men  and  women,  conscience  free, 

Their  duty  and  their  privilege  shall  see  ; 

And  seeing,  in  their  hearts  and  minds  beget 
Contempt  for  every  proffered  bribe  and  threat, 

Then  voting,  self  for  all,  in  love  shall  bind 
Themselves,  their  Countrymen  and  all  Mankind. 


■ 

' 

. 

■ 

. 


. 


. 


THE  PARLIAMENTS  OF  ENGLAND,  1295-1885. 

With  Names,  and  Dates  of  Attendance,  of  the  Horsham  Members. 


Date  of  Meeting. 


Place  of  Meeting. 


Names  of  Members  for 
Horsham. 


Date  of  Return. 


1295.  Nov.  13 

1296 

1297 

1298 

1299  1300.  Mar.  6  . 

1300 

1300 -130 1 

1302.  Sept.  29 

1304-1305 

1306 

1306- 1307 
1307.  Oct.  13 

1307- 1308 
1309.  April  27 

1311 

1311.  Aug.  8 

1311- 1312 

1312 

1312- 1313.  Mar.  18 

I3D  • 

1313.  Sept.  23 

1314 

1314 

1314- 1315 

1315- 1316 
1316 
1316 
1318 

1318  • 

1319  . 


Westminster 


London  or  West¬ 
minster 


London  . 


Northampton  . 


Westminster 


London  . 


Westminster 


/Walter  Randolf 
/Walter  Burgeys 
No  return  . 


f  Robert  Godefrey 
/Walter  Burgeys 
No  return  . 

/Walter  Burgeys 
I  Robert  Godefrey 
No  return  . 


/Robert  Godefrei 
\ Martin  le  Peck 
No  return  . 

/  Ralph  de  Horsham 
/Robert  Olyver 
No  return  . 
/Robert  Godfrei 
/Robert  at  Lynde 
No  return  . 


/Robert  Godefrey 
/William  at  Lynde 
No  return  . 
/Robert  Godefrey  . 
/Richard  de  Stanstret 
No  return 
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Date  of  Meeting. 


1320.  Oct.  6  . 
1321 

1322.  May  2  . 
1322.  Nov.  14 


1323-1324 

1324  • 

1325  • 

1326- 1327 

1327 

1327- 1328 

1328 

1328.  Oct.  16 


I329-i330.  Mar.  11 

1330.  Nov.  26 

1331  • 

1331  • 

x33i  i332-  Mar.  16 

1332  • 

1332  • 

1333-1334 
1334.  Sept.  19 
1335  • 

1335- 1336.  Mar.  u 
1336.  Sept.  23 

1336- 1337 

1336- 1337 

1337  • 

1337- I338.  Feb.  3 

1338  • 

1338- 1339 

1339  • 

1 339-  1 340-  Jan.  20 
1340.  Mar.  29 


Place  of  Meeting. 


Westminster 


Y  ork 

Ripon,  after¬ 
wards  changed 
to  Y ork 


Salisbury,  and 
adjourned  to 
Westminster, 
1328-132Q, 
Feb.  9 

Winchester 

Westminster 


Westminster 


Westminster 

Nottingham 


Westminster 


Westminster 


Names  of  Members  for 
Horsham. 


/Richard  ate  Stanstrete 
l  Richard  atte  Boure 
No  return  . 

(John  le  Rede 
Andrew  ate  Wode 

I  Richard  le  Stanstrete 
(John  de  Botiler 

No  return 


[Thomas  le  Glovere 
Nicholas  le  Smyth 

fRalph  atte  More  . 

I  Martin  le  Kuynvyere 
/John  Neel  . 

I  John  Botiler 
No  return  . 

J>  if 

f  John  Godefrey 
\john  Marchaund 
No  return  . 


f  Richard  le  Stanstret 
l  Oliver  Skylling 
No  return  . 
f  Richard  le  Gretesmyth 
l  Robert  le  Flechiere 
/Robert  Cok 
l  Peter  le  Tumour 
No  return  . 


(John  Botiller 
Walter  Randekyn 
No  return  . 


/  Oliver  Skylling 
\William  le  Barbour 
/Walter  de  Randekyn 
l  Oliver  Skilling 


Date  of  Return. 
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Date  of  Meeting. 

Place  of  Meeting. 

Names  of  Members  for 
Horsham. 

Date  of  Return. 

1340  - 

No  return  . 

1341 

77  77 

1342  . 

77  77 

1343  • 

77  77 

1344-  June  7. 

Westminster  . 

J  J  ohn  Boteler 

IWalter  Randekyn 

1346.  Sept.  11 

Westminster 

Both  names  on  return 

for  Horsham  are  miss- 

ing. 

1347-1348 

No  return  . 

1348.  Mar.  31 

Westminster  . 

/Walter  Randekyn 
Ijohn  Nywebakere 

1348-1349 

No  return  . 

I350-I3SI-  Feb.  9  . 

Westminster 

/Walter  Randekyn 
Ijohn  atte  Nore 

_ _ _ 

I35I-I352 

No  return  . 

1352  • 

77  77 

1352  - 

77  77 

1353 

77  77 

1354.  April  28 

W  estminster  . 

/John  Randolph  . 

\  Walter  de  Randekyn 

1355-  Nov.  12 

Westminster 

/John  Randolph  . 
/Walter  de  Randekyn 

1357  • 

Westminster 

No  return  . 

/Robert  le  Frensshe 

1357-1358.  Feb.  5  . 

\  Roger  Spicer 
/Robert  Frensshe  . 

Westminster 

1360.  May  15 

IWalter  Randekyn 
f  Walter  Randekyn 

Westminster 

1360-1361.  Jan.  24 

t  Robert  Frensshe  . 
f  Walter  Randekyn 

Westminster  . 

1362.  Oct.  13 

l  Robert  Frenssh  . 
/Walter  Randekyn 

Westminster 

1363.  Oct.  6  . 

\  Henry  Grauntford 

1364-1365 

Westminster 

No  return  . 

/Robert  Frensshe  . 

1366.  May  4  . 

1  Henry  Grauntford 
/Walter  Randekyn 

Westminster 

1368.  May  1  . 

X  Oliver  Gyngynere 
/Walter  Randekyn 

Westminster 

1369.  June  3  . 

iRobert  Frensshe  . 

1370-1371 

1371.  June  8  . 

Winchester 

Westminster 

No  return  . 

Robert  Frensshe  . 
/Robert  Frenssh  . 

1 

1372.  Oct.  13 

\  William  Glovere  . 

1  To  this  Parliament  the  Sheriffs  of  Counties  were  directed  to  send  certain 
specified  Knights,  Citizens  and  Burgesses,  and  one  Member  only  for  each  Borough 
was  returned  in  Sussex. 
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Date  of  Meeting. 

Place  of  Meeting. 

1373.  Nov.  21 

Westminster 

I375-I376 

I376-I377-  Jan.  27  . 

Westminster 

1377.  Oct.  13 

Westminster 

1378.  Oct.  20 

Gloucester 

1379  • 

— 

1379-1380.  Jan.  16 

Westminster  . 

1380 

1381.  Sept.  16 

Westminster 

1382.  May  7  . 

Westminster 

1382.  Oct.  6  . 

Westminster 

1382-1383.  Feb.  23 

Westminster 

1383.  Oct.  26 

Westminster 

1384.  April  29 

Salisbury 

1384.  Nov.  12 

Westminster 

1385.  Oct.  20 

Westminster  . 

1386.  Oct.  1  . 

Westminster 

1387-1388.  Feb.  3  . 

Westminster 

1388.  Sept.  9 

Cambridge 

1389-1390.  Jan.  17 

Westminster 

1390  . 

1391.  Nov.  3. 

Westminster 

1392  . 

x392-i393-  Jan.  20 

Winchester 

«393-i394  ■ 

1394-1395-  Jan.  27 

Westminster 

1 396- 1 397-  Jan.  22 

Westminster  . 

Names  of  Members  for 
Horsham. 


/Robert  Frenssh  . 

I  William  Glovere  . 

No  return  . 
/JohnWantele 
/Walter  Randekyn 
Both  names  on  the  Re¬ 
turn  for  Horsham  are 
illegible 

/Roger  Wyldegos  . 
/Thomas  Jewdry  . 

No  return  . 

/Roger  Hynikere  . 
/Richard  Condenne 
No  return  . 

/Roger  Wildegos  . 
/William  Rydelare 
/Thomas  Jewdry  . 
/William  William  . 
/Henry  Frensshe  . 
/William  William  . 
/Roger  Wildegos  . 
\Henry  Frensshe  . 
("Henry  Frensshe  . 
/Roger  Hynekere  . 
/William  Rydelere 
/William  William  . 
/JohnWantele 
/William  Rydelere 
/Thomas  Cobyn  . 
/William  Chode 
/•Henry  Botrler 
■!  .  .  .  ere  (part  of  name 
/  torn  off) 

/Roger  Wildgos 
\Willam  Rydelere 
/John  Bakere 
/Thomas  Jewdry 
/Henry  Botelar 
/(Other  name  torn  off) 
No  return  . 

/Henry  Botiler 
/Thomas  Jewdry 
No  return  . 

/William  Rideler,  Jun. 
/William  Chode 
No  return  . 

/Henry  Boteler 
/Roger  Eylof 
/Roger  Wyldegos 
/William  Rydelere 


Date  of  Return. 
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Date  of  Meeting. 


1397.  Sept.  17 


1399.  Oct.  6  . 

1399  • 

1400 

1401-1402 
1402.  Sept.  15 

1403  . 

1404  . 

1405-1406.  Feb.  15 


1407.  Oct.  20 

1409-1410 

1411 

1412- 1413 

1413.  May  14 

1413- 1414 

1414.  Nov.  19 

1415 

1415-1416 

1416 

1417.  Nov.  16 

1419.  Oct.  16 

1420.  Dec.  2  . 

1421.  May  2  . 

1421.  Dec.  1  . 

1422.  Nov.  9  . 

1423.  Oct.  20 


Place  of  Meeting. 


Westminster  . 
and  continued 
by  adjournment 
at  Shrewsbury, 
1397-1398, 

Jan.  27 

Westminster 


Westminster 


Coventry,  later 
changed  to 
Gloucester,  and 
prorogued  to 
March  I  at 
Westminster 

Gloucester 


Westminster 


Westminster 


Westminster 

Westminster 

Westminster 

Westminster 

Westminster 

Westminster 

Westminster 


Names  of  Members  for 
Horsham. 

Date  of  Return. 

■v 

Henry  Boteler 
(Richard  Condenne 

1 

/William  Chode 
\  Richard  Condenne 

No  return  . 

99  99  •  • 

/Robert  atte  Lynde 
iThomas  Bolter 

No  return  . 

— 

99  99  •  *  •  * 

\ 

[Thomas  Chode 

John  Stoute 

— 

y 

( Thomas  Boltere  . 

\  Thomas  Chode 

No  return  . 

|  Oct.  6,  1407 

99  99 

9  9  99 

/Henry  Bottiler 
\  Thomas  Pylfold  . 

_ 

No  return  . 

— 

/Thomas  Chode 
l  Thomas  Wodehach 

No  return  . 

|  Oct.  25,  1414 

99  9) 

9  9  99 

/William  Hynikere 
\john  Haselhurst  . 
/Walter  Urry 
l  William  Stowt 
/William  Henniker 

V William  Stowte  . 

/Peter  Hent  . 

\  Thomas  Chode 

4 

f  Henry  Botyler 
\  Roger  Elyot 

/Henry  Boteler 

Ijohn  Grenehurst  . 

/ Stephen  Payn 

IWilliam  Stoute 

— 
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Date  of  Meeting. 

1425.  April  30 

1425-1426.  Feb.  18 

1427.  Oct.  13 

1429.  Sept.  22 

1430-1431.  Jan.  12 

1432.  May  12 

1433-  July  8  . 

1435.  Oct.  10 
I436-I437-  Jan.  21. 

1439  • 

1441-1442.  Jan.  25 

1444-1445 
1446-1447.  Feb.  10 

1448-1449.  Feb.  12 

1449.  Nov.  6  . 

1450.  Nov.  6  . 

I452-I4S3-  Mar.  6  . 
1455 

1459-  Nov.  20 

1460.  Oct.  7  . 

1461 

1462-1463 
1467.  June  3  . 

1469  - 

1470 

1472.  Oct.  6  . 


Place  of  Meeting. 

Westminster 

Leicester 

Westminster 

Westminster 

Westminster 

Westminster 

Westminster  . 

Westminster 

Cambridge, 
afterwards  at 
Westminster 

Westminster 

Cambridge,  and 
by  fresh  writs, 
Bury  St.  Ed¬ 
munds 

Westminster 
Westminster 
Westminster  . 
Reading 

Coventry 

Westminster 

Westminster 


Westminster 


Names  of  Members  for 
Horsham. 


Date  of  Return. 


\  Feb.  27,  1452- 
1453 


|  Aug.  28,  1460 


|  Sept.  22,  1472 


/Both  names  torn  off 
l  Return 
/Roger  Donstall 
\john  Bisshe 
/Henry  Boteler 
l  Stephen  Payn 
/ Stephen  Payn 
l  Roger  Dunstall 
/  Roger  Donstalle 
1- Peter  Hent  . 

/  Stephen  Payn 
1- William  Stowte 
/  Roger  Dunstall 
I  Peter  Hent  . 
/Stephen  Payne 
1- Roger  Dunstall 

l  Henry  Welles 
John  Puryer 


J- 


No  return  . 

/  Jacob  Janyn 
1  Thoman  Berwyck 
No  return  . 

Walter  Styler 
John  Iham 


/Thomas  del  Rowe 
l  William  Rous 
/Richard  Danvers  . 

I  William  Geney 
/Stephen  Comber 
1  William  Duke 
/John  Leventhorpe  , 

1  William  Gourelay 
No  return 
John  Lewknore  Armige 
Richard  Lewknore  Arm 


ger 

(John  Haro  we 
John  Worsop 
No  return 

>>  >}  • 

/Thomas  Hoo  Armiger 
l  Stephen  Comber  . 

No  return 

/Thomas  Hoo  Armiger 
IJohn  Fust  . 
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Date  of  Meeting. 

Place  of  Meeting. 

Names  of  Members  for 
Horsham. 

Date  of  Return. 

!477-i478-  Jan.  16  . 

Westminster 

f  Thomas  Hoo  Armiger  . 

1  Thomas  Stydolf  . 

|  Dec.  20,  1477 

( The  Returns  from  1482  to  1523  have  not  been  found.) 

1529.  Nov.  3  . 

Westminster  . 

/Alvered  Berwick  . 

\  Henry  Husse 

20  Dec. 

1536  • 

No  return  . 

1539  • 

» >  n 

1541-1542 

>> 

1545  • 

>> 

— 

1547.  Nov.  4  . 

Westminster 

f  Andrew  Baynton  . 

\John Vaughan 

|  Oct.  14 

I552'I553-  Mar-  1  • 

Westminster 

/Sir  Henry  Hussey,  Kt. 
/Edward  Lewknour,  Esq. 

|  Feb.  7 

1553.  Oct.  5  . 

Westminster 

rAntony  Hussey,  Esquire 

4  John  Michell,  Esquire 

|  Sept.  28 

1554-  April  2 

Oxford,  later 

/-Richard  Baker  Armiger 

Westminster 

/John  Baker  Armiger 

1554.  Nov.  12 

Westminster 

|  William  Tooke,  Esq. 
/John  Purvey,  Esq. 

|  Nov.  5 

Westminster 

/  Robert  Colsell,  Gent. 

|  Oct.  5 

1555.  Oct.  21 

/William  Huggen,  Gent. 

1557-1558.  Jan.  20 

Westminster 

/-John  Blennerhasset  Ar- 

J  miger 

|  Richard  Fulmerston  Ar- 

V-  miger 

1558-1559 

Westminster 

No  return  . 

/  Peter  Osbourn,  Esq. 

1562-1563.  Jan.  11 

\  Robert  Buxton,  Esq. 

1572.  May  8  . 

Westminster 

/ Nicholas  Hare,  Esq. 
(-John  Hare,  Gent. 

j.  April  20 

1584.  Nov.  23 

Westminster 

Westminster  . 

/Nicholas  Hare,  Esq. 
\john  Hare,  Esq.  . 
/Nicholas  Hare,  Esq. 

j-  Date  torn  off 

J  Oct.  8 

1586.  Oct.  15 

(.John  Hare,  Esq.  . 

Westminster 

/Nicholas  Hare,  Esq. 

4 

1588.  Nov.  12 

\john  Hare,  Esq.  . 

/ Nicholas  Hare 

Westminster 

1592-1593.  Feb.  19 

(Richard  Francke,  Gent. 

Westminster 

f  Tohn  Hare,  Esq.  . 

|  Oct.  5 

1597.  Oct.  24 

(.James  Boothe,  Esq. 

/Sir  William  Harvie,  Kt. 

Westminster 

1601.  Oct.  27 

(.Michael  Hickes,  Esq.  . 
(JohnDodridge,  Serjeant 

J-  Mar.  12 

1603-1604  Mar.  19 

Westminster 

j  at  Law 
(Michael  Hicks,  Esq. 

J 

1614 

No  return  . 

16201621 

9)  >> 

32 
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Date  of  Meeting. 

Place  of  Meeting. 

Names  of  Members  for 
Horsham. 

Date  of  Return. 

1623-1624.  Feb.  12 

Westminster 

/John  Boroughe,  Esq 
Ijohn  Middleton,  Esq.  . 

|  Jan.  22 

1625.  May  17 

Westminster 

/Sir  John  Boroughe,  Kt. 
'.John  Middleton,  Esq.  . 

|  April  19 

1625-1626.  Feb.  6  . 

Westminster 

/ Sir  John  Boroughe,  Kt. 

I  John  Middleton,  Esq.  . 

|  Jan.  24 

1627-1628.  Mar.  17 

Westminster 

/  Sir  Dudley  North,  Kt.  . 
'-John  Middleton,  Esq.  . 

j  Feb.  29 

1640.  April  13 

Westminster 

("Thomas  Middleton,  Esq. 
iPIall  Ravenscroft,  Esq.  . 

}  Mar.  5 

1640.  Nov.  3  . 

Westminster 

/Thomas  Middleton,  Esq 
tHall  Ravenscroft,  Esq.  . 

1654  . 

No  return  . 

1656 

JJ  >>  •  •  • 

1658-1659.  Jan.  27  . 

Westminster 

/William  Freeman 
iHenry  Chowne 

1660 

No  return  . 

rSir  John  Covert,  Kt., 

) 

Bart. 

L  Mar.  28 

1661.  May  8  . 

Westminster 

Henry  Chowne,  Esq.1  . 
Orlando  Bridgeman, 

f 

Esq.,  vice  Henry 
^  Chowne,  deceased 

jOct.  25,  1669 

1678-1679.  Mar.  6  . 

Westminster 

/Anthony  Eversfield,  Esq. 
Ijohn  Michell,  Esq. 

j-  Feb.  17 

1679.  Oct.  17 

Westminster 

/ Anthony  Eversfield,  Esq. 
Ijohn  Michell,  Esq. 

j-  Aug.  20 

1680-1681.  Mar.  21 

Oxford  . 

("John  Michell,  Esq. 
ijohn  Machell,  Esq. 

j-  Mar.  1 

1685.  May  19 

Westminster 

(  Anthony  Eversfield,  Esq. 
ijohn  Machell,  Esq. 

j-  Mar.  12 

This  Parliament  and  all  succeeding  Parliaments  were  summoned  to  West¬ 
minster,  so  that  in  the  following  notices  the  place  of  assembly  will  not  be 
mentioned. 


Date  of  Meeting. 

Names  of  Members  for  Horsham. 

Date  of  Return. 

1688-1689.  Jan.  22 

/ Anthony  Eversfield,  Esq.  . 

(.John  Machell,  Esq. 

jjan.  14 

1689-1690.  Mar.  20 

/  John  Machell,  Esq. 

/Thomas  White,  Junr.,  Gent. 

j-Mar.  3 

1695.  Nov.  22 

f  John  Machell,  Esq. 

\  Henry  Yates,  Esq . 

j-Nov.  1 

1  Cobbett’s  “  Parliamentary  History  ”  gives  John  Cheney  as  the  name 
of  the  Member. 
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Date  of  Meeting. 


Names  of  Members 


for  Horsham. 


Date  of  Return. 


1698.  Aug.  24 
1700-1701.  Feb.  6  . 

1701.  Dec.  30 

1702.  Aug.  20 

1705.  June  14 
1708.  July  8 

1710.  Nov.  25 

1713.  Nov.  12 


1714-1715.  Mar.  17 

1722.  May  10 
1727.  Nov.  28 

1734-  June  13 

1741.  June  25 
1747.  Aug.  13 
1754.  May  31 


/  John  Machell,  Esq. 

\  Henry  Yates,  Esq.  . 

/  Henry  Yates,  Esq.  . 

\Henry  Cowper,  Esq. 

/Henry  Yates,  Esq.  . 

I  John  Wicker,  Esq.  . 
f  Henry  Cowper,  Esq. 

\john  Wicker,  Esq.  . 

(Charles  Eversfield,  Esq. 

Henry  Cowper,  Esq. 

Harry  Goring,  Esq.,  vice 
per,  deceased 
j-Charles  Eversfield,  Esq. 

^John  Wicker,  Esq.  . 

(Charles  Eversfield,  Esq. 

John  Wicker,  Esq.  . 

John  Middleton,  Esq.,  vice  Charles 
Eversfield,  who  was  also  elected,  and 
decided  to  sit,  for  the  county  of  Sussex 
/Charles  Eversfield,  Esq.  . 

I  John  Middleton,  Esq. 

Sir  Harry  Goring,  Bart.  . 

Charles  Eversfield,  Esq.  . 

(Both  these  Members  were  unseated 
on  petition,  their  names  were  erased 
from  the  Return  on  the  16th  June, 
and  instead  were  inserted  those  of 
The  Hon.  Arthur  Ingram,  Esq. 

Arthur  Ingram,  Esq. 

Charles  Eversfield,  Esq.,  vice  Hon. 
Arthur  Ingram,  called  to  the  Upper 
House  as  Viscount  Irwin 
/Henry  Ingram,  Esq. 

\  Charles  Eversfield,  Esq.  . 

/Henry  Ingram,  Esq. 

\  Charles  Eversfield,  Esq.  . 

'Henry  Ingram,  Esq. 

Charles  Eversfield,  Esq.  . 

Col.  Charles  Ingram,  vice  Henry  In 
gram,  called  to  the  Upper  House  as 
Viscount  Irwin 
/ Charles  Ingram,  Esq. 

(Sir  Richard  Mill,  Bart. 

{Charles  Ingram,  Esq. 

Charles  Ingram  the  Younger,  Esq. 

Sir  Lionel  Pilkington,  Bart.,  i 
Charles  Ingram,  deceased 
/ Charles  Ingram,  Esq. 

ISir  Lionel  Pilkington,  Bart. 


jjuly  16 

|  May  10 

lenry  Cow-  \  .  ., 

/ April  4,  1707 

}  May  3 


}july 

}jan. 

} 


25 


Nov.  22 


Oct.  4 


j-Aug. 


28 


an.  29 


June  12,  1721 


f 

|Mar.  21 
\  Aug.  15 
|  April  23 


Feb.  7,  1737 


} 

j-May  4 
| June  30 
|  Dec.  17,  1748 
| April  IS 
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Date  of  Meeting. 


Names  of  Members  for  Horsham. 


Date  of  Return. 


1761.  May  19 


1768.  May  10 


1774.  Nov.  29 


1780.  Oct.  31 


1784.  May  18 


1790.  Aug.  10 


1796.  July  12 


1802.  Aug.  31 


Charles  Ingram,  Esq. 

Sir  Lionel  Pilkington,  Bart. 

Robert  Pratt,  Esq.,  vice  Charles 
Ingram,  Esq.,  succeeded  to  the  Peer¬ 
age  . 

/"James  Grenville,  Esq. 

Robert  Pratt,  Esq.  .... 
James  Wallace,  Esq.,  vice  James  Gren¬ 
ville,  Esq.,  who  accepted  the  Steward- 
l  ship  of  East  Hendred  Manor 
/James  Wallace,  Esq. 

Jeremiah  Dyson,  Esq. 

James  Wallace,  Esq. 

Re-elected  ..... 
Re-elected  ..... 
Charles  More,  Earl  of  Drogheda  of  the 
Kingdom  of  Ireland,  vice  Jeremiah 
Dyson,  deceased 

'George  Legge,  Viscount  Lewishim  . 
James  Wallace,  Esq. 

Sir  George  Osborne,  Bart.,  vice  George 
Legge,  who  chose  to  sit  for  the 
County  of  Stafford,  where  he  was  also 
elected  ..... 
James  Wallace,  re-elected 
(James  Crauford,  Esq.,  vice  James 
Wallace,  deceased 
Jeremiah  Crutchley,  Esq. 

Philip  Metcalf,  Esq. 

■Timothy  Shelley,  Esq. 

Wilson  Braddyll,  Esq. 

(Both  these  members  were  unseated  on 
petition.  Their  names  were  erased 
from  the  Return  on  the  10th  March 
<  1 792 »  and  instead  were  inserted  those 

of  William  Gordon,  commonly  called 
Lord  William  Gordon,  and  James 
Baillie,  Esq.) 

Col.  William  Fullerton,  vice  James 
Baillie,  deceased  .... 
/ Sir  John  Macpherson,  Bart. 

\  James  Fox,  Esq . 

Edward  Hiliard,  Esq. 

Patrick  Ross  ..... 
James  Edward  Harris,  commonly 
called  Viscount  Fitzharris,  vice  Pat¬ 
rick  Ross,  deceased 


|  April  1 

Inov.  22, 
/ 

,  1763 

j-Mar.  18 

|  April  18 

,  1770 

jOct.  8 

Jun.  10, 

1778 

July  12, 

1780 

jOct.  28, 

1776 

|sept.  9 

'j 

rNov.  30 

j 

April  22. 

,  H83 

j-Nov.  28. 

,  1783 

j- April  1 

| June  19 

|  Oct.  24,  1793 
j-30  May 
}  July  8 

lOct.  10,  1804 
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Date  of  Meeting. 


1806.  Dec.  15 


1807.  June  22 


1812.  Nov.  24 
1818.  Aug.  4 
1821.  April  21 


1826.  July  25 


1830.  Sept.  14 

1831.  June  14 


Names  of  Members  for  Horsham. 


James  Edward  Fitzharris,  commonly 
called  Viscount  Fitzharris 
Henry  Temple,  Viscount  Palmerston 
Francis  John  Wilder 
Love  Parry  Jones.  (A  double  Return. 
Subsequently  the  two  former  names 
were  erased  from  the  Return.) 

Love  Parry  Jones  Parry  . 

Sir  Samuel  Romilly 
(Both  these  members  were  unseated  on 
petition,  their  names  were  erased 
from  the  Return  on  the  26th  Feb., 
and  instead  were  inserted  those  of 
Joseph  Marryat,  Esq.,  Henry  Goul 
burn,  Esq.) 

rSir  Arthur  Pigott,  Kt. 

{Robert  Hurst,  Esq.  . 
rRobert  Hurst,  Esq.  . 

{George  Richard  Phillips,  Esq. 

Robert  Hurst,  Esq.  . 

Sir  John  Aubrey 
Robert  Hurst,  Esq.  . 

Henry  Fox 
Nicholas  William  Ridley  Colborne, 
vice  Henry  Fox,  who  accepted  the 
Stewardship  of  the  Chiltern  Hun¬ 
dreds 

Henry  Charles  Howard,  commonly 
called  the  Earl  of  Surrey,  vice  Robert 
Hurst,  who  accepted  the  Steward¬ 
ship  of  the  Chiltern  Hundreds 
rHenry  Charles.  Earl  of  Surrey  . 
{Nicholas  William  Ridley  Colborne  . 
rHenry  Charles,  Earl  of  Surrey  . 

\  Nicholas  William  Ridley  Colborne  . 


j-May 


Date  of  Return. 


>Nov.  5 


12 


jOct.  5 


une  15 


}J 

{March  9 

J  June  7 
Feb.  14,  1827 

-May  4,  1829 

July  30 
April  29 


1833.  Jan.  29 
1835.  Feb.  19 
1837.  Nov.  15 
1841.  Aug.  19 

1847.  Nov.  18 


1852.  Nov.  11 
1857.  May  7 


Robert  Henry  Hurst,  Esq. 

j)  ” 

JJ  if 

Robert  Campbell  Scarlett,  Esq. 

Robert  Henry  Hurst,  Esq. 

John  Jervis,  Esq.,  unseated  on  petition 
William  Robert  Seymour  Vesey  Fitz¬ 
gerald,  Esq.,  unseated  on  petition 
Lord  Edward  Howard,  seated  . 
William  Robert  Seymour  Vesey  Fitz¬ 
gerald,  Esq.  ■  •  • 

William  Robert  Seymour  Vesey  Fitz¬ 
gerald,  Esq.  • 


Dec.  9,  1832 
Jan.  8,  1835 
July  26,  1837 
June  28,  1841 
May  I,  1844 
July  29,  1847 
June  29,  1848 

Sept.  2,  1848 

July  6,  1852 

Mar.  28,  1857 
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Date  of  Meeting. 

Names  of  Members  for  Horsham. 

Date  of  Return. 

1859.  May  31 

William  Robert  Seymour  Vesey  Fitz¬ 
gerald,  Esq.  .... 

April  29,  1859 

1 866.  Feb.  1 

Robert  Henry  Hurst,  Esq. 

July  12,  1865 

1869.  Feb.  16 

Robert  Henry  Hurst,  Esq. 

John  Aldridge,  Esq. 

(Double  Return.  John  Aldridge  de¬ 
clined  to  defend  his  seat  against  peti¬ 
tion.) 

|nov.  18,  1868 

1874.  Mar.  S 

Sir  William  Robert  Seymour  Vesey 
Fitzgerald  ..... 
Robert  Henry  Hurst,  Esq.,  Junr.  (un¬ 
seated  on  petition) 

James  Clifton  Brown,  Esq. 

Feb.  4,  1874 

Dec.  17,  1875 
Feb.  29,  1876 

1880.  April  29 

Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  Bart. 

April  1,  1880 

ALPHABETICAL  LIST  OF  MEMBERS,  WITH  NOTES 


[The  names  under  letters  are  arranged  in  the  order  of  representation. 
The  figures  following  names  give  the  years  of  their  Returns  to 
Parliaments.  U.  signifies  unseated  on  petition.) 


S.A.C.  Sussex  Archaeological  Collections. 
S.R.S.  Sussex  Record  Society. 

D.N.B.  Dictionary  of  National  Biography. 


Aubrey,  Sir  John,  F.S.A.,  1826, 

of  Llantrythyd,  Glamorgan,  and  Upper  Brook  Street,  London 
Was  also  M.P.  for  Aylesbury,  Aldeburgh,  and  Clitheroe. 
Aldridge,  John,  1868,  U. 

of  St.  Leonard’s  Park,  Horsham. 


Burge ys,  Walter,  1295,  1300,  1302. 

In  the  Subsidy  Roll  of  1296  under  Burgus  de  Horsham  the 
name  of  Walter  Burgeys  appears.  He  is  taxed  6s.  sjd.1  In 
1286  he  was  claimant  in  a  case  concerning  5  acres  of  land,  4 
acres  prati,  and  5s.  rent  in  Horsham.2  In  1307  he  was  granted 
a  licence  to  give  50  acres  of  land  and  £1  19s.  4d.  rent  to  a 
Chaplain  performing  Divine  Service  in  the  Parish  Church  of 
Horsham  for  the  soul  of  the  said  Walter,  his  ancestors,  and  all 
faithful  deceased.3 

Boure  at,  Richard,  1320. 

In  the  Subsidy  Roll  of  1327  under  Burgus  de  Horsham  Matill 
atte  Boure  is  taxed  2s.4 

*Botiler  de,  John,  1322,  1330,  1338,  1344. 

In  the  Subsidy  Roll  of  1327  under  Burgus  de  Horsham  John 
de  Botiler  is  taxed  3s.  5|d.8  He  is  witness  to  a  Charter  dated 
3rd  March,  1343,  conveying  land  in  Hetchingefelde.6  In  the 
Survey  of  1611,  under  the  heading  “  Scarefolkes,”  is  “  a  certain 
messuage  called  Butlers  being  five  Burgages  and  an  half.” 

Barbour  le,  William,  1340. 


1  S.R.S.,  Vol.  X.,  P.  68. 

3  S.A.C. ,  Vol.  XXII.,  p.  153- 
5  Ibid. 


2  S.R.S.,  Vol.  VII.,  p.  42. 

4  S.R.S.,  Vol.  X.,  p.  153. 

5  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XL..,  p.  no 


Botiler,  Botyler,  Botelar,  Botiller,  Boteler,  Boteller. 
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♦Botiler,  Henry,  1386,'  1390,  1391,  i395>  I398,  I4I3.  I421.  I422> 
1427- 

In  1447  licence  was  granted  to  Richard  Wakehurst  and  others 
“  to  found  a  Chantry  in  Horsham  Church  for  a  Chaplain  to  say 
Divine  Service  for  the  souls  of  Henry  Botiler  and  Maria  his  wife, 
according  to  the  ordinance  of  the  said  Henry.”  1  In  1419  a  fine 
was  levied  by  Henry  Botiler  and  others  by  which  £ 10  per  annum 
of  rent  was  settled  on  Margaret  Brewes. 

Bakere,  John,  1388. 

IBolter,  Thomas,  1402,  1407. 

Bisshe,  John,  1426. 

Berwyk,  Thomas,  1442. 

Berwyk,  Alveredus,  1529. 

Baynton,  Andrew,  1547. 

Andrew  Baynton,  bom  1516,  was  son  of  Sir  Edward  Baynton 
of  Bromham,  Wilts  ;  a  famous  Courtier  of  Henry  VIII.  ;  friend 
and  patron  of  Latimer.  M.P.  Horsham  1547,  Westbury  1553, 
Marlborough  1555,  Caine  1558-59. 2 
Baker,  Richard,  1554. 

Baker,  John,  1554. 

Blennerhasset,  John,  1558. 

Thomas  Culpeper,  by  his  will  dated  12th  April,  1571,  left 
to  “  Mr.  John  Blennerhasset  Esq.,”  (sic)  treasurer  with  the 
mighty  prynce  Thomas,  Duke  of  Norfolk.3 
Buxton,  Robert,  1563. 

Boothe,  James,  1597. 

James  Booth  owned  Denne  from  till  1599. 4  In  the  Hor¬ 
sham  Parish  Register,  1st  July,  1599,  is  the  entry  under  Bap¬ 
tisms,  "  Francis  (sic),  daughter  of  James  Booth,  Gent.,  by  Grace 
his  wife.”  6 

Bridgeman,  Orlando,  Esq.,  1669. 

(In  Dallaway’s  "  Rape  of  Bramber,”  and  in  Horsfield’s  “  History 
of  Sussex,”  the  name  is  given  as  Sir  Orlando  Bridgeman.  In 
the  Parliamentary  Return  it  is  Orlando  Bridgeman,  Esq.  There 
is  no  record  of  a  bye-election  upon  the  death  of  Sir  Orlando  in 
1674.  Orlando  Bridgeman  was  his  second  son.) 

Boroughe,  Sir  John,  1624,  1625,  1626. 

John  Boroughe  was  appointed  Keeper  of  Records  in  the  Tower 
of  London  in  1623.  Was  Secretary  to  the  Earl  Marshal,  was 
Herald  Extraordinary,  and  subsequently  made  Norrey  King  of 
Arms.  Knighted  17th  July,  1624.  Was  with  Charles  I.  through 
the  Civil  War.  Author  of  several  learned  books.  Died  1643. 6 

1  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XXII.,  p.  156.  2  D.N.B. 

3  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XLVIII.,  p.  77. 

4  Elwes  and  Robinson,  “  Castles  and  Mansions  of  Western  Sussex,”  p.  120. 

5S.R.S  ,  Vol.  XXI.,  p.  194.  6  D.N.B. 

*  Botiler,  Botyler,  Botelar,  Botiller,  Boteler,  Boteller. 
t  Bolter,  Boltere. 
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Braddyll,  Wilson,  1790,  U. 

of  Conished  Priory,  Lancashire. 

Baillie,  James,  1792, 

of  Ealing  Grove,  Midldesex,  a  retired  West  India  merchant  and 
slave-owner. 

Brown,  Colonel  James  Clifton,  1876, 
of  Holmbush,  Fay  Gate,  Horsham. 


Cok,  Robert,  1336. 

Condenne,  Richard,  1380,  1398,  1399. 

Cobyn,  Thomas,  1385. 

Cartwright,  in  the  “  Rape  of  Bramber,”  gives  the  name  as 
Thomas  Cobbin,  and  in  an  article  on  some  Sussex  families,1 
Mr.  W.  S.  Ellis  states  that  Thomas  Cobbin  sat  as  Member  for 
Horsham  in  this  Parliament  and  identifies  him  as  a  Member  of 
the  Cobden  family  of  West  Sussex. 

Chode,  William,  1385,  1393,  1399. 

Chode,  Thomas,  1406,  1407,  1414,  1421. 

Comber,  Stephen,  1450,  1467. 

In  1457  Licence  was  granted  to  Stephen  Comber  (among  others) 
to  form  a  guild  and  a  Chantry  at  Horsham,  and  to  acquire  lands 
to  the  value  of  twenty  marks  per  annum  for  the  support  of  the 
Chaplain.2  In  1484  the  name  of  Stephen  Comber  also  appears 
among  others  in  a  grant  of  lands  in  several  parishes,  including 
Horsham,  to  John  Merlot  of  Hecyngfeld.3 
Colsell,  Robert,  1555. 

Also  M.P.  Stejming,  1557-58. 

Chowne,  Henry,  1659,  1661. 

A  branch  of  the  Chowne  family  of  Alfriston  lived  at  Horsham 
in  the  seventeenth  century.  Bray  Chowne  married  Anne, 
daughter  of  Thomas  Middleton.  The  name  of  Henry  Chowne 
of  Horsham,  Esq.,  appears  in  the  list  of  Sussex  gentry  in  1662. 4 
He  died  in  1669,  and  Orlando  Bridgman,  Esq.,  was  returned  in 
his  place. 

Covert,  Sir  John,  1661. 

Sir  John  Covert,  Kt„  was  born  1620,  son  of  Sir  Walter  Covert 
of  Slaugham,  succeeded  upon  the  death  of  his  brother  in  1643 
to  the  large  estates  in  Sussex,  including  Slaugham  Park  and 
Broadbridge.5  He  supported  the  Royalist  cause,  was  taken 
prisoner  at  the  fall  of  Chichester  in  1642.6  At  the  Restoration, 
in  1660,  he  was  made  a  Baronet.  Died  in  1678. 

1  S.A.Cj,  Vol.  VI.,  p.  78-  2  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XXII.,  p.  148. 

3  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XL.,  p.  120.  1  S:A.C.,  Vol;  XXXIX.,  p.  1 18. 

5  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XLVIII.,  p.  3. 

6  Stanford,  “  Civil  War  in  Sussex,”  p.  56. 
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Cowper,  Henry,  1701,  1702,  1705. 

Henry  Cowper,  bom  1670,  son  of  Edward  Cowper  of  Strood, 
Slinfold,  where  the  family  had  been  settled  for  several  centuries.1 

Crauford,  James,  1783, 

of  the  City  of  Westminster. 

Crutchley,  Jeremiah,  1784, 

of  Clarges  Street,  Westminster. 

Colborne,  Nicholas  William  Ridley,  1827,  1830,  1831, 
of  West  Harling  Hall,  Norfolk. 


*Donstall,  Roger,  1426,  1429,  1431,  1433.  1435- 
Danvers,  Richard,  1449. 

Richard  Danvers  sat  M.P.  for  Shoreham,  1430-31. 

Duke,  William,  1450. 

Doddridge,  John,  1604. 

John  Doddridge,  born  1558,  was  made  Serjeant-at-law  in  1603, 
Solicitor  General,  29th  Oct.,  1604.  Knighted,  5th  July,  1607. 
Justice  of  the  King’s  Bench,  25th  November,  1612.  Fuller 
says  :  “  He  held  the  scales  of  justice  with  so  steady  a  hand  that 
neither  love  nor  lucre,  fear  nor  flattery,  could  bow  him  to  either 
side.”  Author  of  several  legal  works.  Died  1628. 2 
Dyson,  Jeremiah,  1774, 

of  Stoke-next-Guildford,  son  of  a  tailor,  bought  the  clerkship  of 
the  Whig  House  of  Commons  in  1748,  was  nicknamed  “  Mungo  ” 
after  a  negro  slave  of  that  name  for  his  ubiquitous  attentions  to 
Parliament.  Turned  Tory  upon  the  accession  of  George  III., 
and  supported  Lord  North  ;  was  made  a  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
and  Privy  Councillor  ;  M.P.  for  Yarmouth,  I.W.,  in  1762,  and 
Weymouth  in  1768. 3 


Eylof,  Roger,  1395. 

Elyot,  Roger,  1421. 

Roger  Elyot,  described  as  a  Chapman  of  Horsham,  was  indicted 
for  breaking  the  house  of  John  Dawtre  at  Horsham,  assaulting 
Pernell,  his  wife,  and  taking  away  goods  of  the  said  John,  viz. 
a  cup  called  a  maser  worth  6s.  8d.,  a  silver  girdle  worth  20s., 
and  3  gowns  worth  40s.  He  pleaded  not  guilty.  He  was 
adjudged  to  die.  The  same  Roger  was  also  indicted  for  breaking 
by  night  the  close  and  house  of  Hugh  Halsham,  in  the  Parish 
of  St.  George,  Southwark,  and  armed  with  dagger  and  knives 
with  an  iron  instrument  breaking  open  a  certain  chest  there 
and  taking  away  goods  and  chattels  of  John  Egramound,  viz. 

1  Elwes  and  Robinson,  p.  207.  2  D.N.B.  3  Ibid. 

*  Donstall,  Dunstall,  Dunstalle. 
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a  gown  furred  with  foynes  worth  5  marks,  and  other  goods  of 
like  value.  Execution  of  judgment  was  stayed  for  divers  reasons, 
and  eventually  Roger  was  pardoned.1 
Eversfield,  Anthony,  1679,  1679,  1685,  1689. 

Anthony  Eversfield  was  a  member  of  the  Eversfield  family  of 
Hollington,  St.  Leonards,  one  of  whom,  Sir  Thomas  Eversfield, 
bought  Denne  in  1604,  but  his  name  is  not  mentioned  by  Cart¬ 
wright  nor  by  Elwes  and  Robinson,  nor  in  the  S.A.C.,  nor  in  the 
Horsham  Parish  Registers.  Died  in  1697.  (See  also  under 
John  Machell.) 

Eversfield,  Charles,  1705,  1708,  1710,  1713,  1715,  U.,  1721,  1722, 
1727,  1734, 

of  Denne,  nephew  of  Anthony  Eversfield,  came  of  age  in  1705. 
In  1710  he  was  elso  elected  Knight  of  the  Shire  for  the  County 
of  Sussex,  and  elected  to  sit  for  the  county.  The  vacant  seat 
was  taken  by  John  Middleton. 


Flechiere,  Robert,  1336. 

*  Frensshe  le,  Robert,  1357,  1360,  1361,  1362,  1366,  1369,  1371, 
1372,  1373- 

*Frensshe,  Henry,  1382,  1383,  1383. 

In  the  Survey  of  1611,  under  the  heading  “  Scarfolkes,”  is  men¬ 
tioned  “  a  certain  tenement  being  half  a  Burgage- — called  the 
Red  Lion,  formerly  called  Frenches,”  etc. 

Fust,  John,  1472. 

The  name  of  John  Fust  appears  with  others  as  one  of  the  grantees 
of  the  licence  to  form  a  guild  and  chantry  (see  above).  Also, 
among  others,  in  some  deeds  concerning  grants  of  land  in  Hor¬ 
sham  and  other  parishes.2 
Fulmerston,  Richard,  1558. 

Francke,  Richard,  1593- 
Freeman,  William,  1659. 

Fullarton,  William,  1793. 

Col.  William  Fullerton,  son  of  an  Ayrshire  gentleman,  Commis¬ 
sioner  for  Trinidad.  Raised  and  commanded  the  80th  Foot 
Regiment  in  1780.  Raised  the  23rd  Dragoons  in  1794- '  Raised 
the  101st  Foot  Regiment  in  1800.  M.P.  for  Plympton  1779. 
Haddington  1787,  Ayrshire  1796. 

Fox,  James,  1796, 

of  Bramham  Park,  Yorks. 

Fox,  The  Hon.  Henry,  1826,  , 

of  Holland  House,  Middlesex,  afterwards  fourth  Lord  Holland. 

1  Patent  Rolls,  10 th  March,  1438.  2  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XL.,  p.  120. 

*  Frensshe,  Frenssh. 
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Fitzgerald,  Sir  William  Robert  Seymour  Vesey,  K.C.S.I.,  1848, 
U.,  1852,  1857,  1859,  1874, 

of  Holbrook,  Horsham.  Under-Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
1858-59.  Hon.  D.C.L.,  Oxford,  1863.  Governor  of  Bombay, 
1867-72.  Chief  Charity  Commissioner,  1875. 

Fletcher,  Sir  Henry,  Bart.,  1880, 

of  Ham  Manor,  Angmering,  D.L.,  Parliamentary  Groom-in- 
Waiting  to  Queen  Victoria,  1885-86. 


*  Godefray,  Robert,  1300,  1302,  1307,  1311,  1313,  1313. 

In  the  Subsidy  Roll  of  1296  under  Burgus  de  Horsham  Robert 
Godefrey  is  taxed  2s.  2 id . 1  In  the  feet  of  fines,  16  Edward  I., 
1286,  he  is  claimant  in  a  case  concerning  1  messuage,  4  acres 
of  land,  1  acre  prati,  and  7s.  8d.  rent  in  Horsham,  Wernham, 
and  Slyndefold.2 
Glovere  le,  Thomas,  1329. 

In  the  Subsidy  Roll  of  1327  under  Burgus  de  Horsham  Thomas 
le  Glovere  is  taxed  is.  6d.3 

*  Godefrey,  John,  1332. 

In  the  Subsidy  Roll  of  1332  under  Burgus  de  Horsham  John 
Godefrey  is  taxed  2s.4 
Gretesmyth  le,  Richard,  1336. 

Grauntford,  Henry,  1363,  1366. 

In  the  Survey  of  1611,  under  the  heading  “  Scarfolkes,”  is  men¬ 
tioned  "  a  certain  other  tenement  being  an  entire  Burgage — 
called  Grandfords,”  etc. 

Gyngynere,  Oliver,  1368. 

In  1366,  William  atte  Hull  sold  to  Oliver  Gyngynere,  1  messuage 
in  Horsham.6  In  1375  Oliver  Gyngynere  was  a  witness  at 
Hechyngfeld  to  a  grant  of  land  there.8 
Glovere,  William,  1372,  1373. 

In  the  Subsidy  Roll  of  1332  under  Burgus  de  Horsham  Thomas 
Glovere  is  taxed  2s.7  Probably  William  is  a  descendant. 
Grenehurst,  John,  1422. 

Geney,  William,  1449. 

Goureley,  William,  1453. 

Goring,  Sir  Harry,  1707,  1715,  U. 

Harry  Goring,  Esq.,  of  Highden,  son  of  Harry  Goring,  Esq.,  of 
Wappingthorne,  grandson  of  Sir  Henry  Goring  of  Highden.8 
He  succeeded  to  the  Baronetcy  in  1713.  Sat  for  Steyning  1713. 

1  S.R.S.,  Vol.  X.,  p.  68.  2  S.R.S.,  Vol.  VII.,  p.  144. 

8  S.R.S.,  Vol.  X.,  p.  153.  4  S.R.S.,  Vol.  X.,  p.  228. 

6  Cartwright,  “  Rape  of  Bramber,”  p.  344. 

8  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XL.,  p.  1 14.  7  S.R.S.,  Vol.  X.,  p.  228. 

8  Elwes  and  Robinson,  p.  267. 

*  Godefray,  Godefrey,  Godfrei. 
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Reported  to  have  gone  off  to  France  with  the  Pretender  in  June 

I7I5-1 

Grenville,  James,  1768, 
of  Butleigh,  Somerset. 

Gordon,  Lord  William,  1792. 

Third  son  of  the  Duke  of  Gordon  and  son-in-law  to  Lady  Irwin. 
Goulburn,  Henry,  1808. 

of  London,  afterwards  of  Betchworth  Park,  Dorking,  was  24  years 
of  age  upon  entering  Parliament  as  Member  for  Horsham  ; 
Under  Secretary  for  Home  Department  in  1810,  and  for  War 
in  1812,  afterwards  Privy  Councillor,  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  1828  and  1841,  also  M.P.  for  St. 
Germains,  West  Looe,  Armagh  City,  and  Cambridge  Univer¬ 
sity.2 


Horsham,  de  Ralph,  1309. 

In  the  Subsidy  Rolls  of  1296  under  Burgus  de  Horsham  Rand’ 
de  Horsham  is  taxed  is.  7 Jd.3  In  1306  his  name  appears  as  a 
witness  in  a  case  of  right-of-way  between  Horsham  and  Stor- 
gheton.4 

*  Hynikere,  Roger,  1380,  1383. 

*  Hynikere,  William,  1417,  1420. 

Haselhurst,  John,  1417. 

Kent,  Peter,  1421,  1431,  1433. 

Harowe,  John,  1460. 

Hoo,  Thomas,  1467,  1472,  1478. 

In  1427  a  fine  was  levied  by  John  Michelgrove  and  others  by 
which  the  Manor  of  Roffey  was  settled  on  Thomas  Hoo,  and  his 
wife.6  In  the  same  year,  lands  in  Horsham  and  Itchingfield 
were  also  settled  upon  them.6  In  1446  and  1448,  Hoo  sat  as 
M.P.  for  the  County  of  Sussex.  In  1457  he  was  one  of  the 
grantees,  with  Stephen  Comber  and  others,  of  the  licence  to 
form  a  guild  and  chantry  (see  above).  He  was  half-brother  to 
Lord  Hoo,  to  whom  the  Hoo  monument  in  the  Parish  Church 
was  erected.7 

Husse,  Henry,  1529. 

The  family  of  Husse  at  this  time  owned  Drungewick  Manor, 
Rudgwick,  and  Town  House,  Slinfold.  The  name  of  Henry 
Husse,  Esq.,  appears  in  a  deed  of  1513  concerning  the  Manor  of 
Muntham.8  The  name  among  others  also  appears  in  a  deed  of 
1539  concerning  lands  in  Byllyngshurst  and  other  places.9  He 


1  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XXV.,  P.  173 
4  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XL.,  p.  102. 

6  Ibid. 

8  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XL.,  p.  122. 


2  D.N.B.  3  S.R.S.,  Vol.  X.,  p.  68. 

6  S.A.C.,  Vol.  VIII.,  p.  123. 
7  Elwes  and  Robinson,  p.  122  n. 

9S.A.C.,  Vol.  XL.,  p.  125. 


*  Hynikere,  Heniker. 
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was  one  of  the  Commissioners  appointed  in  the  reign  of  Edward 
VI.  to  inquire  what  goods,  plate,  vestments,  and  bells  remained 
belonging  to  the  Church,  etc.1  In  1555,  Sir  Hare  Hussey  was 
one  of  the  Ambassadors  to  Rome  to  confirm  the  reconciliation 
of  the  nation  with  the  Catholic  Church.2 
Husse,  Sir  Henry,  1553. 

Hussey,  Anthony,  1553. 

Huggen,  William,  1555. 

Hare,  Nicholas,  1572,  1584,  1586,  1588. 

Hare,  John,  1572,  1584,  1586,  1588,  1593,  1597. 

Harvie,  Sir  William,  1601. 

Hickes,  Michael,  1601,  1604. 

Michael  Hickes  was  bom  at  Bristol,  1543,  was  intimate  with 
Lord  Burleigh  and  Lord  Bacon,  and  was  influential  at  the  Court 
of  Elizabeth,  was  knighted  in  1604,  died  in  1612.  Ancestor  of 
Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach.3 
Hilliard,  Edward,  1802, 

of  Cowley  House,  Middlesex. 

Harris,  Edward,  Viscount  Fitzharris,  1804,  1806,  U., 
of  Hurn  Court,  Hants. 

Hurst,  Robert,  1812,  1818,  1820,  1826,  1827, 

of  Horsham  Park,  Barrister,  was  bom  at  Horsham  in  1750. 
Returned  M.P.  for  Steyning  and  Shaftesbury  in  1803.  Sat  for 
Shaftesbury  till  1806,  when  he  was  again  returned  for  Steyning. 
Sat  for  Horsham  till  1829,  when,  as  father  of  the  House,  he  was 
presented  upon  his  retirement  with  his  portrait  in  oils,  d.  1843. 
Howard,  Henry  Charles,  Earl  of  Surrey,  1829,  1830,  1831. 

Son  of  Bernard  Edward,  twelfth  Duke  of  Norfolk.  Succeeded 
in  1842  as  thirteenth  Duke.  Treasurer  of  the  Household,  1837. 
Master  of  the  Horse,  1846.  K.G.  1848.  Lord  Steward,  1853. 
Hurst,  Robert  Henry,  1832,  1835,  1837,  1844, 

of  Horsham  Park,  son  of  Robert  Hurst,  b.  1788,  d.  1857. 
Howard,  Lord  Edward  George  Fitzalan,  1848. 

Second  son  of  Henry  Charles,  thirteenth  Duke  of  Norfolk.  Vice 
Chamberlain,  1846.  Baron  Howard  of  Glossop,  1869.  M.P. 
Arundel,  1853. 

Hurst,  Robert  Henry,  Jun.,  1865,  1868,  1875,  U., 

of  Horsham  Park,  Barrister,  son  of  Robert  Henry  Hurst  ;  grand¬ 
son  of  Robert  Hurst.  Recorder  of  Rye  and  Hastings,  b.  1817, 
d.  1905. 


Iham,  John,  1447. 

Ingram,  Hon.  Arthur,  1715. 

The  Hon.  Arthur  Ingram,  third  son  of  Arthur,  third  Lord  Irwin, 
of  Temple  Newsam,  succeeded  to  the  peerage  in  1721  as  sixth 
Lord  Irwin. 


1  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XVI.,  p.  155. 


2  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XL.,  p.  si., 


3  D.N.B. 
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Ingram,  Arthur,  Esq.,  1715. 

Arthur  Ingram,  Esq.,  of  Berriby,  Yorks. 

Ingram,  Henry,  1722,  1727,  1727,  1734. 

Henry  Ingram,  younger  brother  of  Arthur,  Lord  Irwin.  In 
May,  1727,  he  was  appointed  Commissionary  of  the  Stores  at 
Gibraltar,  and  re-elected  unopposed  Member  for  Horsham.  He 
was  appointed  to  another  office  in  May,  1735,  and  was  again 
re-elected  unopposed  at  Horsham.  In  February,  1736,  he  suc¬ 
ceeded  to  the  peerage  as  seventh  Lord  Irwin. 

Ingram,  Charles,  Sen.,  1737,  1741,  1747- 

Col.  Charles  Ingram,  younger  brother  of  Henry,  Lord  Irwin, 
Adjutant  General  of  the  Forces. 

Ingram,  Charles,  Juu.,  1747,  1754,  1761. 

Charles  Ingram  the  younger,  son  of  Col.  Charles  Ingram,  nephew 
of  Lord  Irwin,  not  quite  of  age  at  the  time  of  his  election.  In 
1763  he  succeeded  to  the  peerage  as  ninth  Lord  Irwin. 


*  Jewdry,  Thomas,  1378,  1382,  1388,  1391. 

Janyn,  Jacob,  1442. 

Jacob  Janyn  sat  M.P.  for  East  Grinstead,  1430-1431. 

Jones,  Love  Parry,  1807. 

Major  in  the  90th  Foot  Regiment  ;  afterwards  Sir  Love  Parry 
Jones  Parry,  Major-General.  M.P.  Carmarthen,  1835.  High 
Sheriff,  Carmarthenshire,  1840. 

Jervis,  John,  Jun.,  1847,  U. 

Son  of  Sir  John  Jervis,  Attorney -General,  1847. 


Kuynvyere,  le,  Martin,  1330. 


Lynde,  at,  Robert,  1311,  1402. 

In  1329  Robert  atte  Lynde  and  Matilda,  his  wife,  sold  to  Oliver 
Skilling  and  Katherine  his  wife  1  messuage  for  100s.1 

Lynde,  at,  William,  1313. 

Leventhorpe,  John,  1453. 

f  Lewkenore,  John,  1459.  < 

Member  of  the  Lewknore  family,  one  of  the  oldest  and  best 
known  in  Sussex,  lived  at  Dedisham,  Slinfold,  for  generations 
till  about  1543.  Sir  John  was  Member  for  the  County  in  1450, 
Sheriff  in  1451,  and  was  killed  at  the  battle  of  Tewkesbury. 

t  Lewkenore,  Richard,  1459.  _ 

Sir  Richard  Lewknore  lived  at  Brambletye.  He  was  also  M.P. 
for  East  Grinstead,  1473  and  1478,  and  Shoreham,  1468. 

1  Cartwright,  p.  344. 

*  Jewdry,  Joudry.  +  Lewknour,  Lewkenour,  Lewknor. 
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*  Lewkenour,  Edward,  1553. 

Edward  Lewknour  of  Kingston  Bowey,  Kingston  by  Sea,  was 
groom-porter  to  Edward  VI.  and  Queen  Mary.  He  was  after¬ 
wards  cast  for  death  by  her,  and  imprisoned  in  the  Tower  of 
London,  where  he  died  and  was  buried  before  the  date  fixed  for 
his  execution.1 

Legge,  George,  Viscount  Lewisham,  1780. 

Legge  was  also  elected  as  Knight  of  the  Shire  for  the  County  of 
Stafford,  and  elected  to  sit  for  the  County.  His  vacated  seat 
was  taken  by  Sir  George  Osborne. 


More,  atte,  Ralph,  1330. 

Marchaund,  John,  1332. 

In  the  Subsidy  Roll  of  1332  John  Marchaund  is  taxed  is.2 
Michell,  John,  1553. 

Among  the  list  of  Sussex  Gentry  recorded  in  the  visitation  by 
Benolte,  in  1530,  is  the  name  of  John  Michell  of  Stammerham.3 
His  burial  is  recorded  in  the  Horsham  Parish  Register,  15th 
September,  1555,  “  Jhon  Mychell  of  Stammerham  gentyllman.”  4 
The  family  was  important  at  this  time,  and  members  also  lived 
at  Field  Place  and  in  the  Causeway,  Horsham, 
f  Middleton,  John,  1624,  1625,  1626,  1628. 

Son  of  Richard  Middleton  of  Stoneham.5  Bought  Hills  Place  in 
1608.  He  was  a  gentleman  of  great  property  in  Sussex,  and  a 
Magistrate  for  the  County.  Cartwright,  in  “  The  Rape  of  Bram- 
ber  ”  (p.  347),  states  that  he  was  returned  as  M.P.  in  the  Par¬ 
liament  of  1614,  but  his  name  is  not  in  Stenning’s  revised  list. 
Middleton,  Thomas,  1640,  1640. 

Eldest  son  and  heir  of  John  Middleton  of  Hills.  It  is  related  of 
him  that  he  was  once  the  involuntary  cause  of  alarming  all 
London.  In  May,  1641,  the  report  of  a  plot  was  being  read  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  when  Mr.  Middleton  and  another  Member 
(“  two  persons  of  good  bigness  ”),  in  standing  up  the  better  to 
hear,  “  weighed  down  a  board  in  the  gallery,  which  gave  so  great 
a  crack  that  an  alarm  of  fire  ;  of  the  House  falling  ;  and  of  a 
malignant  conspiracy,  spread  rapidly  over  the  town  so  that  a 
regiment  of  the  trained  bands  was  collected  in  the  city  upon 
beat  of  drums  and  marched  to  meet  the  imaginary  evils.”  6  At 
the  outbreak  of  the  Civil  War  he  was  one  of  the  most  prominent 
all-round  men  in  the  county  on  the  Parliamentary  side.  He  was 
a  Member  of  the  Committee  for  the  County  of  Sussex  appointed 

1  S.A.C.,  Vol.  III.,  p.  102.  3  S.R.S.,  Vol.  X.,  p.  228. 

3  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XXXIX.,  p.  105.  4  S.R.S.,  Vol.  XXI.,  p.  309. 

6  Cartwright,  p.  337. 

6  Rushworth,  “  Historical  Collections,”  Vol.  V.,  p.  744. 

*  Lewknour,  Lewkenour,  Lewknor.  +  Middleton,  Myddleton. 
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to  carry  out  the  Act  of  Parliament  passed  for  the  sequestration 
of  the  Estates  of  those  who  had  taken  up  arms  for  the  King. 
He  was  appointed  Deputy-Lieutenant  in  1644,  and  was  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  sequestration  of  the  Horsham  Vicarage  tythes 
and  the  payment  of  them  to  the  newly  appointed  minister.  In 
1644  articles  were  formulated  against  him  alleging  that  in 
December,  1643,  when  the  King’s  forces  invaded  Sussex,  he 
pretended  to  be  sick  and  would  not  show  himself  against  them 
and  discouraged  the  countrymen  from  taking  up  arms  for  the 
Parliament  and  that  he  was  a  consenting  party  to  the  bringing 
of  the  King’s  forces  to  take  Horsham.1  On  the  6th  December 
1648,  he  was  imprisoned,  after  having  voted  the  day  before  that 
“  the  King’s  answers  to  the  proposition  of  both  Houses  are  a 
ground  for  peace,’’  and  his  estates  were  sequestered.2  In  1651 
he  appealed  against  the  confiscation,  and  eventually  his  estates 
were  returned.3  He  signed  the  solemn  league  and  covenant  in 
1640. 

Michell,  John,  1679,  1679,  1681. 

Doubtless  a  member  of  the  same  family  as  John  Michell,  M.P., 
1 5  5  3 .  There  were  several  J  ohn  Michells  of  this  period  in  Horsham 
and  neighbourhood,  one  of  whom  lived  at  Stammerham. 

Machell,  John,  1681,  1685,  1689,  1690,  1695,  1698. 

Member  of  a  Cumberland  family.  Bought  the  Hills  estate  in 
1654,  and  lived  there  until  his  death,  about  1702.  He  was  a 
Royalist,  and  was  designated  as  one  of  the  recipients  of  the 
Order  of  the  Royal  Oak — contemplated,  but  never  established, 
by  Charles  II. — his  qualification  for  which  was  stated  to  be  the 
possession  of  an  income  of  ^1000  per  annum.4  After  the  dissolu¬ 
tion  of  this  Parliament,  James  II.,  in  his  resolve  to  repeal,  if 
possible,  the  test  and  penal  statutes  against  Roman  Catholics 
and  Dissenters,  issued  instructions  to  Lord  Lieutenants  of  coun¬ 
ties  to  question  Deputy  Lieutenants  and  Magistrates  as  follows  : 

“1.  In  case  he  shall  be  chosen  Knight  of  the  Shire  or  Burgess 
of  a  town  when  the  King  shall  think  fit  to  call  a  Parlia¬ 
ment  whether  he  will  be  for  the  taking  off  the  Penal 
Laws  and  Tests. 

”2.  Whether  he  will  assist  and  contribute  to  the  election  of 
such  Members  as  shall  be  for  the  taking  off  -the  Penal 
Laws  and  Tests. 

<•  3.  Whether  he  will  support  the  King’s  declaration  for  liberty 
of  Conscience  by  living  friendly  with  those  of  all  per¬ 
suasions  as  subjects  of  the  same  Prince  and  good  Chris¬ 
tians  ought  to  do.” 


1  “  Historical  Manuscripts  Commission,”  Vol.  I.,  p.  183. 

2  Cobbett,  “  Parliamentary  History,”  Vol.  II.,  p.  620. 

3  Stanford,  “  Civil  War  in  Sussex,”  p.  202. 

4  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XXIII.,  p.  210. 
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Anthony  Eversfield  answers  : — 

“  I  must  remayne  doubtfull  until  I  have  considered  of  ye 
debates  in  the  next  Parliament,  the  most  proper  place  to 
consider  this  question.  I  can  give  no  positive  answer  to 
any  of  the  three  questions.” 

John  Machell  answers  : — 

"  As  to  ye  first  and  second  questions  he  is  very  willing  to 
consent  unto  them  provided  his  religion  and  property  may 
be  secured.  As  to  ye  third  question  he  wholly  consents.”  1 
♦Middleton,  John,  1710,  1713, 

of  Muntham,  Findon.  Nephew  of  John  Middleton,2  a  former 
Member  for  Horsham. 

Mill,  Sir  Richard,  Bart.,  1741, 

of  Woolbeding,  Sussex.  He  was  also  returned  for  Midhurst  in 
1721  and  1728. 

Moore,  Charles,  Earl  of  Drogheda,  1776. 

Lord  Drogheda  entered  the  Army  in  1755,  succeeded  to  the 
Earldom  in  1 758.  Governor  of  Meath  in  1 759.  Secretary  to  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  1763.  Lord  Justice  in  1766.  Lieut.-General  in 
1777.  Returned  M.P.  for  Irishtown,  Ireland,  1756.  Colonel 
of  the  1 8th  Dragoons.  Knight  of  the  Order  of  St.  Patrick,  1783. 
Postmaster  General,  1796-1806. 3 
Metcalf,  Phillip,  F.R.S.,  F.S.A.,  1784, 

of  Savile  Row,  Westminster,  and  of  Hawstead  House,  Bury  St. 
Edmunds,  was  a  great  friend  of  Sir  Joshua  Reynolds,  also  of 
Dr.  Johnson.  Was  prominently  associated  with  the  East  India 
Company  ;  was  very  rich,  well-known  for  his  charitable  disposi¬ 
tion. 

Macpherson,  Sir  John,  1796. 

of  Brompton,  Middlesex,  son  of  a  Scotch  minister,  was  Governor 
General  of  India  ;  a  member  of  the  Supreme  Council  of  Calcutta. 
Baronet,  1786.  M.P.  for  Cricklade,  1779. 4 
Marryatt,  Joseph,  1808. 


Neel,  John,  1330. 

In  the  Subsidy  Roll  of  1332  under  Burgus  de  Horsham  John 
Neel  is  taxed  is.5 
Nywebakere,  le,  John,  1348. 

Nore,  atte,  John,  1351. 

North,  Sir  Dudley,  1628. 

Dudley  North  (bom  1602),  afterwards  fourth  Baron  North,  was 
the  son  of  the  third  Baron  North,  was  K.B.  1616,  M.P.  for  Cam- 

1  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XXXI.,  p.  8. 

2  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XXVIII.,  p.  199. 

3  D.N.B.  « Ibid.  3  S.R.S.,  Vol.  X.,  p.  228. 

*  Middleton,  Myddleton. 
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bridgeshire  1640.  Wrote  several  books  on  religious  and  economic 
subjects.1 


Olyver,  Robert,  1309. 

Osbourn,  Peter,  1563, 

of  Chicksands  Priory,  Biggleswade  (bom  1521),  Keeper  of  the 
Privy  Purse  to  Edward  VI.,  was  a  strong  supporter  of  the 
Reformation.  Remembrancer  to  the  Lord  Treasurer,  1553,  was 
imprisoned  under  Queen  Mary.  Ecclesiastical  Commissioner  in 
1566.  M.P.  also  for  Plympton,  1572;  Aldeburgh,  1584,  1586; 
Westminster,  1588. 2 
Osborne,  Sir  George,  Bart.,  1780, 

of  Chicksands,  Bedfordshire,  a  descendant  of  Peter  Osborne. 
Elected  for  Horsham  1563. 


Peck,  le,  Martin,  1307. 

In  the  Subsidy  Roll  of  1296  under  Burgus  de  Horsham  Martin 
le  Peec  is  taxed  3s.  ofd.3 
Pylfold,  Thomas,  1413. 

Payn,  Stephen,  1423,  1427,  1429,  1432,  1435. 

Puryer,  John,  1437. 

Purvey,  John,  1554. 

Pilkington,  Sir  Lionel,  1748,  1754,  1761. 

of  Wakefield,  Yorks. 

Pratt,  Robert,  1763,  1768. 

of  Goscomb,  Gloucestershire. 

Parry,  Love  Parry  Jones  (see  Jones,  Love  Parry),  1807,  U. 
Pigott,  Sir  Arthur,  1812, 

of  the  Middle  Temple.  Attorney-General,  1806  ;  M.P.  Steyn- 
ing,  1806  ;  Arundel,  1807.  Arundel  again  in  1818. 

Phillips,  George  Richard,  1818. 


Randolph,  Walter,  1295. 

In  the  Subsidy  Roll  of  1296  under  “  Burgus  de  Horsham  ”  the 
name  of  Walter  Randolf  appears  as  a  burgess.  He  is  taxed 
£i  os.  6Jd.4  In  the  Survey  of  1611  a  whole  burgage  held  by 
William  Patching  in  1598  is  called  Randoll’s.  In  some  deeds, 
dated  1617  and  1625,  of  adjacent  property  the  name  is  spelt 
Randolf es,  and  in  a  later  deed  it  is  spelt  Randoll’s.  In  the  feet 
of  fines  of  54  Henry  III.,  1270,  Walter  Randolf  is  claimant  in  a 
case  concerning  1  messuage  and  3  acres  of  land  in  Horsham. 
He  also  owned  lands  in  other  parts  of  the  county. 

1  D.N.B.  2  Ibid.  3  S.R.S.,  Vol.  X.,  p.  228. 

4  S.R.S.,  Vol.  X.,  p.  68.  8  S.R.S.,  Vol.VII.,  p.  7°. 
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Rede,  le,  John,  1322. 

Randekyn,  Walter,  1338,  1340,  1344,  1348,  1351,  1354,  1355,  1360, 
1361,  1362,  1363,  1368,  1369,  1377. 

In  the  Subsidy  Roll  of  1332  under  Burgus  de  Horsham 
Walter  Randekyn  is  taxed  2s.1  In  or  about  the  year  1333 
complaint  was  made  against  him  and  others  by  J ohn  de  Mowbray, 
Lord  of  the  Liberties  of  the  Rape  of  Bramber,  of  carrying  away 
four  tuns  of  wine  value  £20,  wreckage  of  sea  at  Heene,  near 
Worthing,  and  of  breaking  into  his  parks,  hunting,  and  carrying 
away  his  deer  and  assaulting  his  servants.2  He  appeared  as  a 
witness  at  Steyning  on  the  9th  April,  1351.  He  stated  that 
Alice,  his  wife,  died  on  the  7th  April,  1330,  and  he  was  bound 
for  twenty  years  on  the  anniversary  of  her  death  to  distribute 
6s.  8d.  to  the  poor  of  Horsham.3  He  also  appeared  as  a  witness 
at  Crawley  on  the  7th  December,  1363,  and  stated  that  he  was 
married  on  the  Sunday  after  the  23rd  October,  1341,  to  Amicia 
Atte  Feld  of  Warnham  at  Shirmanbury.4  He  was  murdered  in 
I357-5 

Randolph,  John,  1354,  1355. 

In  or  about  1345  complaint  was  made  that  John  Randolph, 
with  others,  broke  into  the  parks  at  Chiltington  and  other 
places  of  Roger  Bavent,  Lord  of  Parham,  fished  in  his  stews, 
carried  away  his  fish  and  deer  and  assaulted  his  servants. 6 

*  Rydelare,  William,  1381,  1384,  1384,  1388. 

*  Rideler,  William,  Jun.,  1393,  1397. 

Rowe,  del,  Thomas,  1449. 

Rous,  William,  1449. 

Ravenscroft,  Hall,  1640,  1640. 

Hall  Ravenscroft  was  son  of  John  Ravenscroft,  who  married 
Elizabeth  Hall,  of  Horsham,  and  lived  at  the  Manor  House  in 
1608. 7  His  name  appears  in  the  Survey  of  1611  as  the  owner 
of  several  burgages.  In  1629  he  compounded  for  Knighthood 
by  paying  £10. 8  His  name  appears  in  the  list  of  Sussex  Gentry 
in  1634.  He  was  a  member  of  the  Sequestrating  Committee 
for  Sussex.  He  also  signed  the  solemn  League  and  Covenant 
in  1640. 

Ross,  Patrick,  1802, 

of  Harley  Street,  Middlesex.  Major-General,  retired  from  the 
Army  in  1803. 

Romilly,  Sir  Samuel,  1807,  U., 

of  Gray’s  Inn  ;  famous  lawyer  and  illustrious  statesman.  Made 
severe  attack  upon  the  cruelty  of  the  criminal  laws  and  effected 


1  S.R.S.,  Vol.  X.,  p.  228.  2  Patent  Rolls,  12th  March,  1312. 

3  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XII.,  p.  28.  ^  s.A.C.,  Vol.  XII.,  p.  33. 

6  Patent  Rolls,  7th  July,  1357.  0  Patent  Rolls,  15th  September,  1345. 

7  Elwes  and  Robinson,  p.  121.  3  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XVI.,  p.  39. 

*  Rydelare,  Ridelere,  Rydelere,  Rideler. 
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great  reforms ;  Solicitor-General,  1806.  Published  several 
works.1 


*  Stanstreet,  de,  Richard,  1313,  1320,  1322,  1334. 

In  the  Subsidy  Roll  of  1296  under  Burgus  de  Horsham, 
Ricardus  at  Stanstrete  is  taxed  2s.  2d. 3  In  the  Subsidy  Roll 
of  1332  he  is  taxed  2s.3 
Smyth,  le,  Nicholas,  1329. 
t  Skylling,  Oliver,  1334,  I34°»  1340. 

See  Robert  at  Lynde,  re  Oliver  Skylling. 

Spicer,  Roger,  1358. 

J  Stoute,  John,  1406. 

+  Stowt,  William,  1419,  1420,  1423,  1432. 

In  1419  a  fine  was  levied  in  which  William  Stoute  was  plaintiff 
concerning  io  acres  of  land  in  Horsham.4 
Styler,  Walter,  1447. 

Stydolff,  Thomas,  1478. 

Shelley,  Timothy,  1790,  U. 

of  Field  Place.  Father  of  the  poet,  Percy  Bysshe  Shelley. 
Scarlett,  Hon.  R.  C.,  1841. 

Son  and  heir  of  Lord  Abinger.  M.P.  Norwich,  1835.  Succeeded 
to  peerage  as  second  Lord  Abinger,  1844. 


Turnour,  le,  Peter,  1336. 

In  the  Subsidy  Roll  of  1327,  under  Burgus  de  Horsham, 
Peter  le  Turnour  is  taxed  2s.  ojd.5  In  the  Subsidy  Roll  of  1332 
he  is  taxed  3s.6 
Tooke,  William,  1554. 

Temple,  Henry,  Viscount  Palmerston,  1806,  U., 

of  Broadlands,  Hants,  third  Viscount  Palmerston,  1802.  Secre¬ 
tary  at  War,  1809.  Foreign  Secretary,  1830  and  1846.  G.C.B. 
1832.  Prime  Minister,  1855  and  1859.  M.P.,  Newport,  1807. 

Cambridge  University,  1811  ;  Bletchingley,  1831  ;  South  Hants, 
1832  ;  Tiverton,  1835. 7 


Urry,  Walter,  1419. 

Walter  Urry  was  Lord  of  the  Manor  of  Roughey,  including  lands 
in  Horsham,  Rusper,  and  other  parishes.  His  daughter  and 

1  D.N.D.  2  S.R.S.,  Vol.  X.,  p.  68. 

3  S.R.S.,  Vol.  X.,  p.  228.  4  Cartwright,  p.  345. 

5  S.R.S.,  Vol.  X.,  p.  153.  8  S.R.S.,  Vol.  X.,  p.  228.  7  D.N.B. 

*  Stanstreet,  Stanestrete,  Stanstrete,  Stanstret. 
f  Skylling,  Skellying,  Skyllyng. 

X  Stoute,  Stowt,  Stowte. 
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heiress  married  Thomas  Hoo,  half-brother  of  Lord  Hoo.1 2  His 
name  appears  in  the  list  of  Sussex  Gentry  in  1434. 2  In  1419  a 
fine  was  levied  by  Walter  Urry  by  which  £10  per  annum  was 
settled  upon  Margaret  Brewes.3 


Vaughan,  John,  1547. 


Wode,  ate,  Andrew,  1322. 

Wantele,  John,  1377,  1384. 

In  the  Subsidy  Roll  of  1411,  containing  the  names  of  every 
person  having  in  lands  or  rent  £20  per  annum,  is  named  John 
Wantele,  who  among  other  possessions  held  lands  in  Sullington 
of  the  value  of  £3  per  annum4.  A  detached  part  of  Sullington 
parish  adjoins  Horsham  parish,  which  possibly  accounts  for  his 
connection  with  the  borough. 

*  Wyldegos,  Roger,  1378,  1381,  1383,  1388,  1397. 

In  1366  Roger  Wyldegos  bought  7  acres  of  land  in  Horsham.5 
William,  William,  1382,  1382,  1384. 

Wodehach,  Thomas,  1414. 

Wellys,  Henry,  1437. 

Worsop,  John,  1460. 

White,  Thomas,  Jun.,  1690. 

Thomas  White  was  the  son  of  Thomas  White  of  Horsham,  both 
members  of  an  old  Horsham  family,  about  1699.  He  went  to 
Mitcham  in  Surrey,  afterwards  inheriting  lands  in  Shipley.  He 
went  there  to  live,  and  died  there.  Buried  at  Horsham  in  1719.6 
Wicker,  John,  1701,  1702,  1708,  1710. 

The  Wicker  family  appear  to  have  settled  at  Horsham  about 
the  end  of  the  seventeenth  century.  John  Wicker  lived  at 
Horsham  Park,  at  the  beginning  of  the  eighteenth  century, 
until  his  death  in  1741.  He  was  a  large  landowner  in  Sussex 
as  well  as  owner  of  property  in  London.  He  was  M.P.  for  Shore- 
ham  in  1705. 

Wallace,  James,  1770,  1774,  1778,  1780,  1780,  1783. 

of  Lincoln’s  Inn.  Was  made  Solicitor  -  General  in  1778. 
Attorney-General  in  1780.  Re-elected  unopposed  on  both  these 
occasions. 

1  S.A.C.,  Vol.  VIII.,  p.  130. 

2  Hayley,  “  History  of  Chichester.” 

3  Cartwright,  p.  369. 

4S.A.C.,  Vol.  X.,  p.  138. 

5  Cartwright,  p.  344. 

6“  The  White  Family  of  Horsham,”  etc.,  by  R.  Garraway  Rice,  F.S  A 
J.P.  S.A.C.,  Vol.  XXXIV. 


Wyldegos,  Wildegos. 
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Wilder,  Francis  John,  1807. 

of  Grosvenor  Place,  Middlesex,  Colonel  of  the  35th  Foot 
Regiment. 


Yates,  Henry,  1695,  1698,  1701,  1701. 

Henry  Yates  was  born  and  lived  at  Warnham,  where  also  he  died 
in  1715.  He  owned  lands  in  Horsham. 


.  ■ 
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Abingdon,  105,  109,  no. 

Acts  of  Parliament — 

1323,  13- 

1382,  14. 

1413,  13,  17- 

1694,  72. 

1696,  “  Splitting  ”  Act,  36,  37,  199, 
231,  232,  234,  240. 

1716,  Septennial  Act,  72,  79,  269. 

1729,  80,  152. 

1770,  “  Grenville  ”  Act,  118,  180. 

1771,  116. 

1787,  97  n. 

1787,  Bribery  Act,  196,  388,  392. 

1809,  Bribery  Act,  246. 

1829,  Catholic  Emancipation  Act, 
256,  271,  312. 

1836,  Polling  Act,  307. 

1832,  Reform  Act,  39,  257,  258, 
259,  265,  267,  268,  269,  272, 
281,  282,  295,  307,  308,  326, 
329,  357,  360,  432,  444,  469, 
482,  489,  490. 

1867,  Representation  of  People’s 
Act,  432,  441,  464. 

1872,  Ballot  Act,  444,  456,  486, 
490. 

1884,  Representation  of  People’s 
Act,  489. 

1885,  Registration  of  Voter’s  Act, 
489. 

1885,  Redistribution  of  Seats  Act, 
489. 

“  Agaffes,”  20. 

Agents,  election,  152,  297,  303,  308, 
335,  417,  422,  433,  445,  449,  465, 
468,  479. 

Agricultural  protection  society,  326. 

Agriculture,  336. 

Aldborough,  258. 

“  Allens,”  27. 

Amalgamation  dinner,  338. 


Amies  Mill,  430. 

“  Anchor,”  the,  83,  86,  87,  96,  101,  102, 
122,  131,  142,  147,  151,  169,  170,  339, 
340,  343,  344,  350,  352,  353,  366,  389, 
39i,  396,  420,  436,  459,  471,  472, 473, 
477,  486,  487. 

Angmering,  479. 

“  Apsleys,”  21,  164,  166,  167,  204. 
Army  Discipline  Bill,  478. 

Arundel,  415. 

Arundel  Castle  viii,  122,  127,  138,  271. 
Ashley  Park,  201. 

“  Ashleys,”  24. 

Assizes,  Sussex,  84,  179,  191,  412. 
Attorney-General,  1 14,  115,  336,  339, 
357,  360,  366,  400,  404,  412,  413. 


Bacchus,  Shrine  of,  354,  457. 

“  Baldwins,”  21,  164,  166,  167,  203. 
Ballot,  the,  265,  288,  301,  325,  435,  444, 
445,  468,  491. 

Bands,  257,  282,  285,  297,  308,  310, 
325,  386,  396,  398,  405,  416,  419, 459. 
460,  486. 

Banners  ;  flags,  282,  285,  297,  308,  325, 
387,  405,  446,  471,  472,  473- 
Banquets,  31 1,  314,  398,  428,  443. 

“  Barkers,”  20,  222. 

“  Barnhouse,”  21,  141,  168,  2I3,  223. 
Bath,  298. 

Battle,  306. 

Beanbridge,  2,  22,  201,  220. 

“  Bear,”  the,  438. 

Beckenham,  129. 

“  Bedford,”  the,  2,  487. 

Beeding,  130,  160. 

Beefsteak  Club,  12 1. 

“  Beehive,”  the,  367. 

Belgravia,  417. 

“  Bell,”  the,  163,  216. 

Birchin  Bridge,  163. 
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Birmingham,  239. 

Bishopric,  the,  285,  347. 

“  Bishops,”  25,  26,  76,  213,  215,  216. 

“  Black  Horse,”  the,  338,  340,  344,  353, 
472,  487. 

“  Black  Jack,”  the,  340,  352. 

Blacklands,  215. 

Blues  ;  Blue  party,  271,  283,  284,  294, 
297,  298,  302,  303,  306,  326,  337,  338, 
339,  34i,  343,  344,  35°,  352,  360,  362, 
365,  366,  367,  368,  389,  400,  402,  404, 
405,  406,  408,  409,  410,  428,  436,  438, 
447, 449, 453, 454, 455, 458, 459, 460, 
461, 462, 466, 467,  478,  479, 481,  482, 
488,  490. 

Bogus  deeds  (see  Snatch-papers). 

Bombay,  Governor  of,  428,  431. 

“  Bookers,”  27,  21 1. 

Bootham,  168. 

“  Bornes,”  “  Bournes,”  21,  165,  205. 

Borough-mongers,  79,  114,  257,  264, 
265. 

Boroughs — 

Burgage-tenure,  10,  11,  36,  117. 

Corporation,  10,  11,  36,  117. 

Freemen,  10,  11,  36,  117. 

Scot  and  lot,  10,  11,  36,  117. 

“  Bottings,”  28,  218. 

Bramber,  Rape  of,  85,  117,  123,  125, 
128,  136,  150,  262. 

Bramham  Park,  193,  196. 

Brewhouse  mead,  133,  217,  218,  220, 
221. 

Bribery  and  corruption,  56,  57,  114, 
1 17,  311,  323,  324,  328,  329,  356  et 
seq.,  364,  37°,  392,  395,  399, 4°°,  4°3, 
406, 408,  409,  412,  417, 425, 428,  434, 
442,  444,  453,  465,  490. 

Bridewell  House,  96. 

Brighthelmstone,  212,  366,  405,  477. 

Brighton,  212,  366,  405,  477. 

“  Brighton  Gazette,”  318  n.,  326,  353, 
47°  • 

“  Brighton  Guardian,”  315,  326,  353. 

“  Brighton  Herald,”  ix,  323,  402. 

“  Brighton  Patriot,”  319,  328. 

Brighton  Radical  Association,  318. 

“  Broadbridges,”  25,  167,  219. 

Broadlands,  215. 

Brompton,  193,  196. 

Buckingham,  258. 

Bull  green,  201. 

Bury  St.  Edmunds,  xi. 


Butleigh,  ix. 

“  Butlers,”  24,  132,  223. 


Candidates’  addresses,  98,  268,  269, 
296,  320,  322,  334,  336,  411,417,  422, 
423,  433,  445,  448, 455,  467,  469, 47°, 
479- 

Canvass;  canvassing,  362,  363,  364, 
421, 434,  445,  455,  456,  467,  470, 490. 

Capel,  219. 

Carlisle,  120,  448. 

Carlton  Club,  334,  372,  418. 

Carnarvon,  233  n. 

Carpet-bagger,  339,  420. 

“  Castle,”  the,  472  n. 

Catholic  emancipation  (see  Acts). 

—  first  M.P.  since  Reformation,  257. 

—  v.  Protestant,  276,  277,  278,  279. 

Causeway,  298. 

Cavendish  Square,  193. 

Chancery,  175. 

Chapels,  Nonconformist,  449. 

Chartism  ;  Chartists,  3x8,  319,  325,  432. 

Cheeseworth,  2. 

Cheltenham,  332. 

“  Chequers,”  the,  141,  161,  165,  168, 
220. 

Chester,  336. 

Chestnut  Lodge,  298. 

Chicksands  Priory,  viii. 

Church,  National ;  Church  of  England, 
423,  424,  433,  448,  451,  468. 

Church  rates,  417,  418,  420,  423,  424. 

Civil  and  religious  liberty,  296,  316, 
387,  417- 

Clea  Hall,  133. 

Cobbett’s  bridge,  162,  217. 

Cobblers,  13 1. 

“  Cock,”  the,  3*40,  344. 

“  Cockmans,”  28,  139,  158,  207,  229. 

“  Cold  and  Dirty,”  the,  353. 

Collyer’s  School,  353. 

Committees  (House  of  Commons),  181, 
182,  191,  194,  230,  233,  235,  236,  237, 
239,  240,  241,  242,  249,  250,  304,  305, 
3i4,  342,  353, 4°L  4°3, 4°7, 4°9, 41°, 
43°,  444,  482. 

Communist,  424. 

Conservatism,  Conservatives,  316,  319, 
326,  332,  417,  424,  427,  432,  449,  451, 
458,  476. 

Constables’  feasts,  86,  87,  141. 
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Constitutional  Association,  443. 

Corn  exchange,  472. 

Comer  House,  300. 

Corn  laws,  321,  322,  325,  326,  327,  328, 

337,  416. 

Cotswold  Hills,  312. 

Country  Wills,  355. 

County  constituencies,  150. 

Cowfold,  366. 

Cowley  House,  193. 

Crawley,  394. 

Criminals,  258. 

“  Crown,”  the,  263,  269,  284,  297,  308, 
339, 340, 350,  353,  357,  368,  369, 402, 
425,  472. 

“  Crown,”  the  old,  94,  169,  210. 
Cuckfield,  162. 

Cumberland,  120,  133. 

“  Daniels,”  172,  187. 

Debtors  in  Horsham  gaol,  256,  285. 

“  Deepdene,”  128. 

Denne,  42,  46,  94,  366. 

Denne  Road,  367. 

“  Dennis  Croft,”  22,  188,  212. 

Derby  Administration,  416. 

Despotism,  363. 

“  Dictionary  of  National  Biography,” 
viii. 

Diehard,  424. 

Dinners  (see  Banquets). 

Dissenters  ;  Nonconformists,  326,  424, 

436,  449- 
Distress,  294. 

“  Dog  and  Bacon,”  the,  340,  344,  353, 
366. 

Donnybrook  fair,  350. 

Doomsday  book,  1 . 

Dorking,  128,  129. 

Double  Returns,  156,  229,  236,  440, 
443- 

Drinking  ;  drunkenness,  282,  323,  329, 

343, 349, 35o,  352,  353, 355,  364,  39°, 
402, 403,  417, 425,  434,  440,  446, 459, 
476,  485,  486,  487- 
Drunswick,  160,  177- 

East  Grinstead,  167,  169. 

—  Hundreds,  112. 

Education,  320,  336,  417,  433,  445,  448, 
468. 


Election  expenses,  285,  440,  487. 

—  experts,  135. 

—  extravagance,  329. 

—  machinery,  138. 

—  right  of,  at  Horsham,  11,  12,  61, 135 

136,  184,  185,  186,  193,  195 
234,  236,  240,  241. 

Elections  (contested) — 

1701,  39  etseq.,  76. 

I7°5,  42  et  seq.,  76. 

1713,  47  etseq.,  76. 

1715,  55  etseq.,  76. 

179°,  147  et  seq. 

1832,  281  et  seq. 

1835,  287  et  seq. 

1837,  3°7  et  seq. 

1847,  33°  et  seq. 

1848,  403  et  seq. 

1857,  417  et  seq. 

1865,  421  et  seq. 

1868,  433  et  seq.  ■ 

1874,  444  et  seq. 

1875,  447  et  seq. 

1876,  466  et  seq. 

1880,  479  et  seq. 

—  analysis  of,  251-489  (see  Votes). 

—  county,  70,  102,  244. 

“  Ellyotts  ”  ;  “  Elliotts,”  25,  163,  168, 
219. 

Evesham,  342. 

Exchequer,  Court  of,  320. 

Excise  Bill  agitation,  1733,  83,  84. 
Exploitation  of  the  Borough,  71. 


Faggot  voters,  39,77,78,  135,  15 1,  154, 
155,  172,  199,  257- 
Female  suffrage,  451. 

Fibbin’s  Green,  370. 

Field  Place,  128,  142,  201. 

Flogging,  288,  313,  478. 

“  Foremans,”  26. 

“  Fountain,”  the,  97. 

“  Fox  and  Plounds,”  the,  340,  344. 

Fox  hunting,  316. 

“  Foyces,”  26. 

France,  342. 

Franchise,  extension  of,  295,  325,  418, 
423,  424,  432,  451,  489. 

Free  Trade,  322,  327,  334,  337,  423. 

“  Frenches,”  20. 

Friday  lane,  209,  217. 

Fullarton,  193. 
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Gamble  in  Burgages,  51. 

Game  laws,  264. 

the,  84,  95,  168. 

Fields,  97,  132,  215. 
Green,  168,  389,  405. 
House,  24. 

Lands, 215,  218,  220,  221. 
_Mead,  81. 

“  Gardeners’  Arms,”  the,  340. 

Gatton,  351. 

“  General  Lushington,”  323. 

“  George,”  the,  28,  163,  166,  218. 
George  mead,  the,  164,  218, 

George  II.  and  the  Horsham  seats, 


Gaol 

Goal 

Jail 

Old  Goal 
New  Goal 


77- 

Gerrymandering  of  Courts,  39,  55. 

—  of  Hustings,  39. 

Gifts  to  constituencies,  32. 

“  Gillhams,”  76,  164,  165,  221. 

“  Globe,”  the,  427. 

Good  Templars,  450. 

Goring,  81. 

“  Graces,”  143. 

“  Grandfords,”  22,  81,  164,  168,  169, 
225. 

Greatmead,  133,  220. 

“  Green  Dragon,”  the,  216,  340. 
Grosvenor  Place,  198. 

Guildford,  176,  477. 


“  Hadmans,”  27,  224. 

Hampstead,  168. 

Hants,  198. 

Hastings,  443. 

“  Hen  and  Chicken,”  the,  340,  344, 
352. 

Hereford,  334, 

Hertford,  Marquis  of,  estate  of,  254. 
Hewells  Manor,  2. 

Highwaymen,  365. 

Hills,  35,  44,  48,  75,  77,  78,  84,  87,  96, 
101,  103,  126,  127,  161,  168,  252. 
Hillyfield,  133,  216,  220. 

Holbrook,  331,  332,  333,  334,  341, 
367,  368,  421,  445. 

“  Holbrooks”  ;  “  Holbrooke,”  20,  27, 
169,  208. 

Hollands  Croft,  26,  212. 

Holmbush,  ix,  287,  297,  308,  337, 
448. 

Honest  electors,  369. 

Hooliganism,  444. 


“  Hopgardens,”  164. 

“  Horse  and  Groom,”  the,  340. 
Horsham — 

“  Advertizer,”  454,  471. 

Bailiffs,  4,  5,  6,  12,  18,  33,  34,  55, 
60,  70,  71,  72,  86,  87,  103, 
104,  hi,  116,  124,  136,  137, 
138,  139,  142,  144,  147,  148, 
I5L  152,  153.  154,  155,  156, 
157,  158,  170,  172,  184,  I9L 

193,  196,  198,  229,  230,  234, 
235,  263,  283,  301,  308. 

—  feasts,  86,  87,  141,  170. 

—  prosecuted,  192,  247. 

Borough,  key  of  the,  315. 

—  records,  137. 

—  sale  of  the,  74,  253. 

Burgages  ;  Burgage  rents  ;  Bur¬ 
gage  tenements,  3,  11,  12, 
18  et  seg.,  29,  31,  49,  50,  51, 

56,  60,  61,  62,  64,  65,  66,  73, 
74,  75,  76,  77,  80,  81,  82,  91, 
92,  93  et  seg.,  125,  128,  129, 
130,  132,  133,  136,  138,  139, 

143,  145, 148, 151,  154, 161  et 
seg.,  194,  195,  197,  201  et 
seg.,  231. 

—  comparative  value  of,  29. 
Burgesses,  2,  3,  4,  5,  7,  10,  11,  12, 

13,  14,  15,  16,  17,  18  et  seg., 
33,  34,  38,  40,  41,  46,  50,  51, 
54,  55,  7L  72,  73,  74,  75,  76, 
77,  80,  82,  91,  92,  105,  hi, 
130,  131,  135,  138,  139,  ML 

144,  i45,  146,  147,  152,  i55, 
156,  158  et  seg.,  172,  178,  200 
et  seg. 

—  lists  of,  40,  41,  42,  43,  52,  53, 

57,  58,  59,  80,  81,  82,  92, 

145,  158  et  seg.,  200  et  seg. 

—  unique,  117. 

Burgess  Roll,  12,  37,  92,  127,  128, 
136,  145,  146,  147,  148,  151, 
152,  153,  155,  I7L  193,  194, 
200,  284. 

- fraudulent,  38,  46. 

Burgage-tenure  borough,  a,  11. 
Clergy,  262,  263. 

Common,  2,  140,  159,  160,  217, 
221,  254. 

Corporation,  1,  4,  5,  33,  34,  35,  39, 
104,  144,  307,  308. 

Corporators,  2,  3,  17. 


GENERAL  INDEX 


Horsham  ( cont .) — 

Court  Baron,  i,  3,  4,  36,  37,  39,  42, 
49,  52,  55,  60,  61,  62,  63, 
64,  66,  77,  91,  92,  124,  127, 
131,  135,  136,  138,  141,  142, 
143,  145,  146,  147,  148,  150, 
152,  155,  156,  171,  172,  177, 
185,  187,  188,  194. 

—  Leet,  4,  5,  6,  33,  36,  37,  86,  91, 
124,  136,  137,  138,  139,  140, 
141,  142,  150,  170,  172,  196, 
234,  3°8. 

—  Portmot,  6,  37,  138. 

Courts  captured  by  Eversfield,  49. 
—  recaptured  by  Duke  of  Nor¬ 
folk,  138. 

Headboroughs,  5,  6. 

History  of,  Miss  Hurst’s,  vii. 
Horticultural  Society,  451. 

Hotbed  of  sedition,  a,  265 . 

“  Journal,”  440. 

Magistrates,  262,  263,  451. 

Nest  of  Radicalism,  a,  265. 

Parish  authorities,  112. 

Rate,  1702,  41. 

Reminiscences  of,  vii. 

Rentals  and  lists  of  tenants,  30,  31, 
81. 

Rotarian  Society,  ix. 

Seat  in  Parliament  destroyed,  489. 
Survey  of,  1611,  17  et  seq. 

—  Meredew’s,  93  et  seq. 

House  and  window  tax,  288. 

“  Housefield,”  132,  133,  225. 

House  of  Correction,  168. 

“  Howes,”  143. 

Hungry  forties,  355. 

Huntingdon,  467. 

Hum  Court,  198. 

Hurst  Arms,  318,  451,  471. 

Hustings,  150,  152,  155,  158,  169,  197, 
234,  237,  282,  298,  302,  304,  309,  324, 
327,  365,  387,  39C  392,  394,  396,  397, 
405,  406, 416,  418,  420, 426, 436, 439, 
440,  444,  445,  446,  459,  491- 


Illegal  practices,  41. 

Indemnification  by  the  Duke  of  Nor¬ 
folk,  148. 

Independence,  301,  302,  316,  338, 
491. 

Independence  of  the  Borough,  312, 
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313,  323,  328,  341,  342,  388,  415, 
417,424. 

Independent  Burgesses  doomed,  72. 

—  party,  295,  323,  324,  326,  328, 

330,  33D  337- 
India,  viii,  445. 

Influence,  Eversfield,  35. 

Ingram,  interest  begins,  49. 

Insolvent  debtors  court,  294. 
Intimidating  Committee,  272,  274,  292, 
295- 

Intimidation,  281,  283,  307,  31 1,  328, 
435,  444,  456. 

I.O.U.’s,  358,  359,  362. 

Ireland,  106. 

Irish  Coercion  Bill,  287. 

—  distress,  351. 

Irwin,  Lord,  sole  dictator,  77,  78,  79. 
Italian  Grand  Opera  House,  366. 
Itchingfield,  222. 


Jeremy’s  croft,  133,  143,  217,  221. 

“  Journal  ”  of  the  Hon,  Henry  Fox, 

255- 

Journals  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
152,  181,  72  n.,  73  n. 


Kensington,  167. 

Kidnapping,  3x0,  365,  366,  368,  437. 

“  King’s  Head,”  the,  86,  87,  94,  101, 
102,  1 14,  1 17,  131,  142,  147,  206,  266, 
270,  282,  297,  298,  308,  339,  340,  353, 
390,  39L  401,  417,  420,  428,  436,  440, 
472,  486,  487,  488. 

Knepp,  415. 


“  Lamb,”  the,  284. 

Lancashire,  462. 

Law  Courts,  142,  171,  180.  * 

“  Le  Bower,”  207. 

Leeds,  viii,  239. 

Leominister,  467. 

Lewes,  214,  467,  468,  477. 

Liberal  Party ;  Liberals  ;  Liberalism, 
319,  322,  326,  335,  372,  417,  420, 
422,  423,  424,  432,  443,  445-  448, 
449,  450,  451,  468,  476,  482,  486, 
488. 

—  Registration  Society,  443. 
Lindcross,  202. 
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Literary  and  Debating  Society,  318. 
Local  Board,  448. 

Lodging  Houses,  472. 

London,  104,  143,  160,  161,  163,  167, 
168,  204,  366,  421,  460,  477. 

Lord  Chief  Justice,  335. 

— -  Paramount,  1,  17,  1 29. 


Malt  duty,  294,  320. 

Manchester,  239,  467. 

“  Manchester  Guardian,”  447. 
Manifesto,  263. 

Manor  House,  88  n. 

Manucaptors,  14. 

“  Marchants,”  163. 

Market  House,  35,  99. 

—  Place;  Market  Square,  125,  130, 

162,  163,  187,  202,  209,  211,  223, 
303,  35 L  387,  388,  396,  426,  435. 
437,  440,  459,  473,  476. 
Marvellous  conversions,  458. 

Mascalls  Garden,  164. 

Middlesex,  193,  198. 

Monmouth,  viii. 

Musicians,  170. 

National  expenditure,  293. 

—  Reform  Association,  415. 

—  Union  of  Working  Classes,  263. 
Newcastle,  Duke  of,  influence  at 

Horsham,  83. 

New  Lodge,  167. 

—  Street,  2. 

Night  watchers  ;  Night  watching,  307, 

361,365. 

Nominations,  444. 


1790,  151. 

1848, 405 

1796, 196. 

1852, 416 

1806,  198. 

1857, 418 

1832,  282. 

1865, 426 

1835, 301. 

1868,  436 

1837, 309. 

1874,  445 

1841, 324. 

1875,457 

1844, 327. 

1876,  476 

1847, 388. 

1880,  485 

Nonconformists,  436,  449. 

“  Norfolk  Arms,”  the,  340. 
Norwich,  319,  320. 
Nuthurst  Band,  348. 

—  Lodge,  299,  430. 

“  Nutleys,”  27,  107. 


Oath,  bribery  and  corruptions,  90,  99, 
196,  394- 

Occasionality,  146,  164. 
“Ockendens”;  Ockledens,  22,  215, 
225. 

Office  seeking,  88,  89,  90,  91. 

Old  Sarum,  351. 

Orange  Lodges,  320. 

Orford,  258. 

Osborne  Morgan  Bill,  468. 

“  Osmers,”  195. 


Paddock,  the,  221. 

Pall  Mall,  220. 

Palmerston’s  Government,  418,  423, 
426. 

“  Palsheds,”  201. 

Paris,  232. 

“  Parkhursts,”  187. 

Parliament — ■ 

“  All  the  talents,”  233. 

Blue  book,  names  and  Returns  of 
Members,  15. 

Extension  of,  15,  72. 

First  Members  for  Horsham,  10, 
11,  13- 

Membership  of,  from  native  con¬ 
stituencies,  13. 

—  property  qualifications  for,  17, 

265,  267,  270,  420. 
Representation  value,  16. 

Seats  in,  attractive,  17. 

—  demand  for,  35. 

—  no  desire  for,  14. 

—  scrambled  for,  17. 
Parliamentary  history  divisible  into 

three  periods,  7. 

—  influence,  87. 

—  Return,  167?,  33. 

-  1790,  156. 

—  trafficking,  36. 

“  Patchings,”  25,  167,  173  (plan),  174, 
176,  177,  178,  179,  ISO,  210. 

Peace,  Retrenchment,  and  Reform,  424. 
“  Pennycodes,”  24,  175,  215. 
Permissive  Bill,  448, 450,  451, 468,  476. 
Perry  Place,  95,  141,  21 1,  227,  228. 
Peter  the  hermit,  450. 

Petitions  against  Returns — 

1701,41. 

1705,  45,  46. 

1713,  54- 
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Petitions  against  Returns  ( coni .) — 
I7IS.  59  et  seq.,  251. 

1790,  180  et  seq.,  251. 

1806,  230  et  seq.,  252. 

1807,  237  et  seq.,  252. 

1835,  304. 

1847,  400,  401. 

1848,  409,  410. 

1865,  428,  430. 

1868,  441. 

1875,  463,  464,  465- 
1880,  487. 

—  to  Parliament,  72,  259,  260,  263. 
Petty  Sessions,  398. 

Pinks  ;  Pink  party,  271,  283,  297,  299, 
303,  306,  319,  326,  338,  339,  341,  343, 
345,  347,  360, 362, 365,  366, 389, 396, 
400, 402, 405, 408, 409, 410, 412, 413, 
427, 433,  436,  437,  438, 446, 447, 448, 
449, 45 1, 453, 455, 456, 458, 459, 460, 
461, 462, 466, 477, 478, 479, 481, 482, 
483,487,488,490. 

Police,  275,  282. 

Political  adventurers,  114. 

Poll- 

1701,  40. 

1705,  42. 

1713,  52. 

1715,  57- 
1790,  158. 

1806,  200. 

1832,  284. 

1835,  303- 
1837,  3io. 

1847,  39i,  392- 

1848,  409. 

1857,418,419- 

1865,  427. 

1868,  437,  438,  439. 

1874,  446. 

1875,  459- 

1876,  476,  477- 

1880,  485. 

Pollard’s  Croft,  22,  168,  187,  188, 

221. 

Polling,  310. 

Poor  Law,  321,  325,  336. 

Portsmouth,  122. 

Postillions,  391. 

“  Potters,”  25,  26,  165,  217. 

Pound,  the,  222. 

Prime  Minister,  115. 

Prize-fighters,  369. 


Protection ;  Protectionism,  322,  332, 
334. 

“  Puffsherne,”  202. 

“  Punchbowl,”  the,  340,  353. 

Quaker,  130. 

Quarter  Sessions,  398,  405. 

“Queen's  Head,”  the,  125,  299,  340, 
349,  350,  353,  392, 413,  425,  457,  472. 
Queen  Street,  2. 

Quia  Emptores,  statute  of,  1 . 

“  Qui  tarn  ”  proceedings,  412. 

“  Rackfield,”  166. 

Radicals;  Radicalism,  265,  270,  271, 
318,  319,  326,  328,  334,  479. 

“  Randalls,”  20,  21,  29,  201. 

“  Ravenscrofts,”  .  . 

Record  Office,  180. 

“Red  Lion,”. 20,  127,  154,  202,  212, 
213,  340. 

Reform,  118,  1x9,  259,  260,  262,  263, 
4i7,  424,  432,  482,  489. 

—  Act  (see  Acts  of  Parliament). 

- celebration,  265. 

Register  of  voters,  267,  296,  308,  386, 
405,  418,  426,  435,  446,  459,  476,  485. 
Returning  Officers,  4,  42,  57,  99,  124, 
136,  148,  193,  196,  230,  234,  235,  301, 
3°3,  3°4, 307, 308, 309,  310,  31 1,  324, 
327,  328,  392,  396,  398, 406, 407, 416, 
4x8, 420, 426, 435, 437, 440,444,  446, 
456, 459,  460,478,485. 

Revision  Court,  271,  284,  399. 

“  Richmond  Arms,”  the,  326,  340,  347, 
353,  402,  416. 

Riot,  391,  410,  440. 

“  Robysons,”  25. 

Roughey  ;  Roffey,  2,  172,  21 1,  349. 
“Rowlands,”  75,  76,  I32»  164,  165, 
215- 

Rugby,  361. 

Runners,  170. 

Rushams  Road,  2. 

Rusper  Nunnery,  332,  417. 

Rye,  443- 
Rye’s  garden,  222. 

Sale  of  the  Borough,  1723,  74. 

- 1811,  252,  253,  254. 

Sarum,  Old,  351. 
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“  Saturday  Review,”  the,  427. 

Scarfox;  Scarfolkes;  Scarfolks ;  Car- 
fox  ;  Carfax,  2,  6,  18,  29,  141,  158, 
159,  164,  165,  166,  168,  169,  187,  201, 
203,  205,  208,  210,  212,  213,  214,  2x5, 
221,  222,  223,  224,  225,  266,  394,  416, 
426,  429. 

Science  and  Philosophy,  318. 

Scrutiny,  304,  307,  31 1,  313,  428. 

“  Seales,”  25,  76,  213,  215. 

Seats  in  Parliament,  price  of,  250,  251, 
254. 

- sale  of,  79,  246,  247,  249. 

- value  of,  79,  80. 

Sedition,  319. 

Sheffield,  239. 

“  Shelley  Arms,”  the,  340  344,  347. 

Sheriff  of  Sussex,  156,  157,  158,  200, 
266,  308,  407,  488. 

Shoreham,  79,  117,  123,  128,  262. 

Skating  rink,  483. 

Skeleton,  453. 

Slaugham,  160,  162. 

Slavery,  264,  269. 

Slinfold,  160. 

“  Smallwells,”  214. 

“  Smallwoods,”  164. 

Snatch  papers,  39,  51,  134,  144,  154, 
I5S,  235,  257,  442. 

Snellings  ;  Snellynges,  22,  24,  175, 176, 
177,  178,  179,  180,  214,  215,  224. 

Solicitor-General,  114,  115. 

“  Somersetts,”  129,  195. 

Southampton,  335. 

Southolme,  367. 

Southwater,  438,  439,  455. 

Speaker  of  House  of  Commons,  342. 

Special  Constables,  391,  459. 

Spies  ;  Spying,  307,  361,  365,  367. 

Splitting  Act  (see  Acts  of  Parliament). 

—  Burgages,  37,  45,  76,  77. 

Springfield  Park,  366. 

Squibs,  243,  272,  273,  275,  276,  289, 
290,  291,  293,  338,  345,  372  et  seq., 
428,  429,  430,  461, 462,  467,  473,  474, 
475,  483,  484. 

Stamford,  361. 

“  Standard,”  the,  427. 

“  Star,”  the,  340,  349,  368. 

“  Starr,”  the,  168,  209,  214,  216. 

“Steeds  Croft”;  “Steeles  Croft”; 
“  Steeres  Croft,”  22,  132,  198,  201, 
220. 


Steward  of  Court  Baron,  3,  4,  18,  55, 
123,  143,  152,  171,  172. 

- Leet,  5,  18,  55,  123,  124,  137, 

138,  139,  152. 

Steyning,  16,  123,  128,  255,  269. 

“  St.  Leonards,”  the,  487. 

Strewers,  170, 

Strood,  40,  415. 

Sturts,  76. 

Surrey,  201. 

Survey  of  the  Borough — 

1611,  17  etseq.,  127,  171,  172,  174, 
175,  187,  196,  232. 

1723,  • 

1764,  93- 
1787,  123. 

1809,  252. 

Sussex,  121,  122,  306  (East). 

—  Archaeological  Society,  viii. 

—  “  Advertizer,”  371,  401. 

—  County  Parliamentary  Division,  489 

—  “  Express,”  ix. 

—  History  of,  Dallaway  and  Cart¬ 

wright’s,  122. 

- Horsfield’s,  vii. 

—  Members  of  Parliament  and  Re¬ 

turns,  ix.,  70,  119,  125. 

—  Poultry  Show,  45 1 . 

—  Record  Society,  viii. 

—  Subsidy  Roll,  1296,  13. 

“  Swan,”  the,  340,  345,  353,  452. 

“  Talbot,”  the,  162,  204,  209,  219,  228. 
Tanbridge,  2. 

Tanyard,  440. 

Tarring-cum-Marlpost,  2. 

Taxation,  293,  423,  445. 

Teetotalism ;  Temperance,  347,  449, 
450,  45L  452,  453,  461,  481,  482. 
Temple  Newsam,  ix,  7,  47,  77,  98,  105, 
127,  176,  242,  248,  249. 

Thakeham,  160. 

Thatched-house  Tavern,  12 1. 

Three  Bridges,  401,  402. 

—  Corner  Field,  133,  143,  216. 
Timbuctoo,  242. 

Tithes,  264,  269,  293. 

Tory ;  Tories ;  Toryism,  55,  67,  68, 
70,  84,  1 15,  245,  252,  271,  288,  292, 
293>  295,  296,  298,  302,  315,  316,  317, 
319,  320,  334,  338. 

Tory  agent  imprisoned,  68. 
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Town  Crier,  170,  196. 

—  Hall,  35,  86,  122,  141,  147,  152,  260, 

387,  396,  405,  426,  435,  441, 
446,  452,  454,  458,  459,  463, 
465,  476,  48S,  488. 

- clock,  397. 

“  Turners,”  26,  216. 

Under-sheriff ;  Deputy  Sheriff,  309,  324, 
327,  3S8,  394,  406,  457. 

United  Kingdom  Alliance,  451,  460. 
Universal  Suffrage,  265,  301,  315,  491. 

Vicar,  the,  198. 

Vision,  a,  363,  364. 

Vote-houses,  39,  257. 

Voters  classified,  286. 

—  imprisoned,  56. 

—  lists  of,  40,  4D  42,  43>  44)  52,  53, 

57,  58,  59,  158  etseq.,  201  et  seq., 
286. 

—  qualifications,  267,  268. 

Votes,  analysis  of,  41,  44,  54,  59,  70, 
245,  489- 

—  fraudulent,  38,  50,  51. 

Voting  at  Horsham,  in  agreement  with 
the  County,  50,  245. 

Wages  of  Members  of  Parliament,  13. 

—  Payment  of,  unpopular,  14,  32. 

—  Renunciation  of,  32,  33,  35. 


Wakefield,  101. 

Warminghurst,  85. 

Warnham,  40,  160,  177,  201. 
Wamham  Place,  114. 

Watering  pond  field,  168,  187,  188,  221. 
Wenham  Lake,  412. 

Westminster,  158,  200. 

“  West  Sussex  Gazette,”  ix,  440,  446. 
Whig;  Whigs;  Whigism,  48,  55,  67, 
68,  70,  77,  82,  84,  1 15,  245,  250,  251, 
252  n.,  271,  288,  295,  296,  298,  302, 
316,  319,  320,  326,  327,  334,  338. 
Whig  Club,  120,  123. 

—  Government,  82. 

—  meeting  at  Horsham,  84. 

—  Ministry,  first,  39. 

Whiteboys,  282,  308,  386,  396. 

“White  Horse,”  the,  340. 

Whitkirk,  168,  242. 

William  III.  and  the  Horsham  seats,  35. 
Will  of  John  Machell,  47. 

Wimbledon,  viii. 

Wiston,  viii. 

“  Wonder,”  the,  162,  204,  209,  219,  228. 
Working  men’s  associations,  473. 

- Conservative  Association,  481. 


“  Yates,”  75. 

Yellows,  453. 

Yeomanry,  282. 

York,  168. 

Yorkshire,  121,  176,  193. 
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Abercromby,  320. 

Abinger,  Lord,  319. 

Adair,  Robert  Alexander,  40 1 . 

Adam,  192. 

Agate,  472. 

Agate,  Henry,  405. 

Agate,  James,  327,  405,  406. 

Agate,  William,  212. 

Albery,  Matthew,  359. 

Albery,  W.,  472. 

Aldridge,  J.,  Junr.,  145. 

Aldridge,  Major ;  Aldridge,  Colonel, 
437;  438)  439, 440, 44L  443,  447,  448, 
449, 45L  452, 453, 454, 456, 457, 459, 
460,  463,  466,  476,  479,  482. 
Aldridge,  John,  167,  189,  332,  433,  434, 
435- 

Aldridge,  Robert,  457,  458,  472. 
Aldridge,  Thomas,  168,  189. 

Alfred,  King,  6. 

Ames,  Jas.,  286. 

Anderson,  William  H.,  ix. 

Angell,  William,  40. 

Angus,  James,  407,  408,  472,  476. 
Anne,  Queen,  54- 
Ansell,  Thos.,  113,  226. 

Ansell,  William,  43,  44,  53,  58  59,  81, 
96. 

Anstruther,  John,  182. 

Apthorpe,  William,  456. 

Arnold,  Elizabeth,  217,  219. 

Arnold,  George,  56,  57,  58,  69,  70,  201, 
219,  224,  227. 

Arundel  and  Surrey,  Thomas,  Earl  of, 
16,  18. 

Ashdown  (Ashdowne),  351,  406. 
Ashlett,  John,  52,  53. 

Astley,  Sir  Jacob  Henry,  Bart.,  238,  241 
Atherly,  Arthur,  230. 

Atherton,  Joseph,  78. 

Attree,  Charles  John,  ix. 

Attree,  Henry,  398. 


y  Mr.  C.  J.  Attree.] 

Attree,  John,  196,  197,  212. 
Attwater,  Brothers,  ix. 
Awood,  John,  18. 

Aylward,  James,  113. 
Aylward,  John,  44,  64. 


Bachelor,  John,  113,  132,  133,  134,  156, 
160,  190. 

Bachers,  Dr.,  96. 

Bailey,  105. 

Baillie,  James,  150,  151,  152,  155,  158, 
180,  181,  182,  183,  184,  186,  191,  193, 
247- 

Baker,  Ann,  202,  203. 

Baker,  James,  40,  42,  43,  53,  59,  74,  81, 
212,  213. 

Baker,  W.,  472. 

Banister,  Richard,  43. 

Bankes,  George,  401. 

Barker,  James,  40,  58. 

Barnard,  Thomas,  52,  53,  57,  58. 
Barnes,  350. 

Barry,  John,  230. 

Batchelor,  John,  Jr.,  132,  156,  157,  160, 
190. 

Batchelor,  Wm.,  113. 

Bayley,  John,  204. 

Bayly,  N.,  108,  109,  no,  in,  192. 
Bayntum,  Andrew,  16. 

Beachamp,  James,  95. 

Beauclerk,  Major,  268,  270. 

Beaumont,  Thomas  Richard,  230. 
Beck,  Henry,  398. 

Bedford,  T.,  435,  440,  468. 

Belloc,  Hilaire,  ix. 

Bennet,  John,  25,  55,  219. 

Bennet,  Michael,  457,  458. 

Bennett,  John,  18. 

Benson,  James,  130,  205,  222,  224. 
Benyone,  Richard,  238,  241. 

Berry,  283. 
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Best,  Nicholas,  33,  40,  42,  43,  47,  52, 
53,  54,  57,  58,  163. 

Bethune,  472. 

Bethune-Eversfield,  ix. 

Bird,  Widow,  81. 

Birstye,  John,  18. 

Bishopp,  Sir  Cecil,  141. 

Blaancy,  Rev.,  3x5. 

Blackbourne,  John,  238,  241. 
Blackiston,  Augustus  Montgomery, 

353,  366,  413,  472. 

Blackiston,  Frederick,  353,  398. 

Blake,  213. 

Blake,  John,  66. 

Blake,  Nathan,  222. 

Blount,  Edward,  269,  270,  271,  273, 
275,  276,  277,  278,  279,  281,  282,  283, 
285,  298,  300. 

Blount,  William,  50,  51. 

Blunt,  96. 

Blunt,  Samuel,  210. 

Bohun,  12. 

Bonaparte,  279. 

Bond,  Serjeant,  135,  136,  142,  152,  153, 
154,  183,  184,  185,  192. 

Bonham,  Henry,  238,  241. 

Booker,  Edward,  33,  43. 

Booker,  George,  40,  41,  43,  44,  53,  62, 
63- 

Booker,  John,  33,  53. 

Boorman,  William,  145,  163,  183,  189. 
Booth,  Mrs.,  ix. 

Boreman,  John,  217. 

Borer,  Benjamin,  40,  41,  43,  44,  53,  58, 
59,  66,  211. 

Borer,  Joseph,  133,  156,  157,  160,  190. 
Bostock,  Arthur,  449,  450,  451,  452, 
456,  457,  458,  460,  461,  463,  468,  471, 
479- 

Bostock,  Edward,  I.,  ix,  446,  459,  478, 

485- 

Bostock,  J.  S.,  400,  457. 

Bostock  and  Rawlison,  445,  47  2  • 
Bourn,  Richard,  227. 

Bowen,  C.,  463. 

Bowring,  Dr.,  409. 

Boxall,  James,  398. 

Bracebrook,  William,  78- 
Braddyll,  Wilson,  15°,  1 5 1  >  I52,  I53, 
154,  156,  157,  158,  180,  183,  184,  I9D 
192. 

Bragge,  Charles,  182. 

Brampton,  Lord,  414. 


Bramstone,  Thomas  William,  409. 
Braose,  William  de,  1,  6. 

Breeksbank,  William,  81. 

Breeze,  William,  368. 

Brett,  472. 

Bridger,  George,  43,  52,  53,  55,  57,  58, 
63- 

Bridger,  John,  52,  53,  58,  60,  64,  70. 
Bridger,  Mrs.,  136,  197,  247,  253. 
Briggs,  Edward,  227. 

Briggs,  James,  82. 

Briggs,  John,  51. 

Briggs,  Sarah,  218. 

Briggs,  Thomas,  226. 

Briggs,  William,  Junr.,  52,  53,  57,  58, 
59- 

Briggs,  William,  Senr.,  43,  44,  52,  53, 
57,  58,  66,  82,  94,  172. 

Bright,  432. 

“  Brighton  Herald,”  the  proprietors  of 
the,  ix. 

Bristow,  Calvert,  52,  53,  57,  58,  81. 
Bristow,  Thomas,  113. 

Broadwood,  Thomas,  287,  293,  294, 
295 ,  296,  297,  298,  300,  301, 302,  303, 
304,  305,  306,  308,  309,  310,  31X,  313, 
314,  315,  316,  317,  319,  323,  337,  343, 
350,  35L  363>  388. 

Broadwood,  Mrs.,  297. 

Broughton,  Sir  Thomas,  95,  96,  188, 
221. 

Brown,  123. 

Brown,  General  Clifton,  M.P.,  ix. 
Brown,  J.  C.,  446,  448,  467,  468,  470, 
471, 472,  473,  476,  477,  478,  479,  480, 
482,  483,  485,  486,  487,  488. 

Brown,  T.,  254. 

Browne,  Flint,  ix. 

Browning,  Mark,  456,  457. 

Brun,  Reg.,  13. 

Bryan,  Samuel,  44,  52,  53,  57,  58,  81, 
83)  94- 

Bryan,  Thomas,  66. 

Bryant,  Richard,  208. 

Bryant,  Samuel,  40,  41,  220. 

Bryant,  Thomas,  218. 

Bull,  488. 

Bullen,  Thomas,  165. 

Buller,  James,  182. 

Buller,  Thomas,  210. 

Bunberry,  Edward  Herbert,  409. 
Burdett,  Sir  Francis,  262. 

Burgeys,  Walter,  13. 


534  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  OF  HORSHAM 


Burnell,  Edward,  40,  43,  44,  53,  58, 
212,  227. 

Burrell,  Sir  Charles,  262. 

Burrell,  Walter,  415. 

Burry,  John,  113,  133,  140,  144,  156, 
157,  160,  190. 

Burstow,  Edward,  472,  487. 

Burstow,  Henry,  265,  282,  285,  309, 
347,  348,  352. 

Burstow,  James,  41,  43,  44,  394. 
Burstow,  John,  52,  53,  56,  58,  59,  66. 
Butler,  85. 

Butler,  J.,  ix. 

Butler,  Richard,  286. 

Bythewood,  Samuel,  59,  82,  95. 


Caddy,  Henry,  168,  183,  189. 

Caffyn,  John,  213,  223. 

Caffyn,  Robert,  223. 

Caffyn,  Samuel,  40,  41,  43,  44,  53,  58, 
59,  66,  81,  161,  211. 

Camp,  George,  286. 

Carleton,  William,  127. 

Carpenter,  John,  81. 

Carter,  Henry,  472,  487. 

Castlereagh,  Lord,  251. 

Chambers,  Q.C.,  412. 

Chambers,  Samuel,  63. 

Chambers,  K.C.,  146. 

Chambers,  William,  40,  41,  167,  211, 
221. 

Chambre,  183. 

Champion,  Charles,  165,  183,  189,  208. 
Champion,  Drew,  217. 

Champion,  Judith,  204. 

Chapman,  Sands,  214. 

Charles  I.,  16. 

Charles  II.,  33. 

Charlwood,  C.,  472. 

Charman,  John,  209. 

Chasemer  (Chasemore),  Phillip,  33,  41, 
43 j  44,  94,  143,  144,  145,  146,  162, 
164,  183,  189,  216,  219,  221,  222, 
223,  388. 

Chasemore,  John,  52,  53,  57,  58,  81, 
162. 

Cheesemore,  William,  40 . 

Cheneall  (Chenniell,  Mrs.,  95,  97. 
Chichester,  Earl  of,  150 . 

Child,  Edward,  258. 

Chitty,  Bill,  325. 

Churchman,  John,  283. 


Clark,  95,  96. 

Clark,  John,  398. 

Clark,  “  Porkie,”  369. 

Clark,  Richard,  166. 

Clarke,  272,  274. 

Clarkson,  388,  412. 

Clephane,  David,  238,  241. 

Coates,  E.,  145,  162. 

Coates,  Edward,  183,  189,  208. 
Cobden,  432. 

Cock,  Henry,  226. 

Cock,  Richard,  167,  218. 

Cockburn,  A.  J.  E.,  335,  343,  344,  350, 
35i- 

Coe,  Robert,  40,  41,  45,  62,  166. 

Coe,  William,  26,  85,  166,  187,  202,  212, 
223,  227,  228. 

Cohen,  278. 

Cole,  Old,  315. 

Collett,  Jeremiah,  363,  370. 

Collins,  John,  151,  167,  189. 

Collins,  R.,  1 13,  140, 156, 157, 160,  190. 
Colven,  Charles,  125. 

Commerall  (Comerell),  J.  W.,  197,  198, 
206,  231,253,  258,  273,415. 
Constable,  Beatrix,  24,  222. 

Cook, 431. 

Cook,  Ann,  217. 

Cooks,  Mrs.,  86,  87,  94,  95. 

Cooper,  405,  406. 

Cooper,  Charles,  97,  1 13,  168,  176,  177, 
203,  214. 

Cooper,  W.  Durrant,  F.S.A.,  vii. 
Cooper,  William,  157. 

Coote,  Ralph,  18,  27. 

Coppard,  Thomas,  269,  297,  319,  324. 
Corry,  Right  Hon.  Henry  Lowry,  409. 
Coulburne,  Nicholas  William  Ridley, 
257.  263. 

Courtenay,  Lord,  401. 

Cowan,  Thomas  William,  478,  487. 
Cowper,  Edward,  206. 

Cowper,  Henry,  39,  40,  41,  42,  43,  44, 
45,  47,  1  IS- 
Cragg,  Isaac,  216. 

Cragg,  John,  145,  164,  183,  189. 
Cragg,  Richard,  225. 

Cragg,  Thomas,  214. 

Cramp,  Jury,  ix,  449,  450,  456,  457, 
460,  461,  486. 

Creevy,  246,  257. 

Crowhurst,  472. 

Crowhurst,  James,  286. 
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Curtis,  Edward,  113. 

Curtis,  Richard,  40,  41,  43,  44,  53)  58, 
59;  74,  80,  82,  95,  163,  167,  211. 
Curtis,  Richard,  Junr.,  65. 

Cuthbert,  James  Ramsey,  238,  241. 
Cutts,  103. 


Daldy,  Frederick  Samuel,  487. 

Dallas,  230,  238. 

Dallaway  and  Cartwright,  122. 

Daniel,  John,  40,  41,  43,  44,  202. 
Daniell,  William,  33,  187. 

Davey,  Edmond,  93,  97,  163. 

Davey,  H.,  ix. 

Davidson,  David,  113,  226. 

Davis,  Hammond,  433,  449,  451,  465. 
Dawes,  Robert,  368. 

Dawson,  George,  215,  301,  309. 
Dawson,  James,  78. 

Dean,  William,  94,  366,  368. 

Deane,  William,  208. 

Dempster,  437. 

Dench,  472. 

Dendy,  Cha’s,  113,  140,  159,  189. 
Dendy,  Edward  S.,  408. 

Dendy,  John,  113,  140,  159,  165,  189, 
205. 

Dendy,  John,  Junr.,  189. 

Dendy,  Thomas,  222,  371,  397. 
Dennison,  Joseph,  168,  189. 

Derby,  Lord,  420. 

Dewdney,  472. 

Dewing,  Maurice,  ix. 

Dickenson,  Edward,  76,  78,  82,  85,  86, 
90,  92,  93,  10 x ,  103,  104,  106,  112, 
115,  148,  188. 

Dickenson,  William,  230. 

Dickins,  C.  S.,  332,  347,  387,  388,  396, 
426,  437,  441,  466,  476. 

Dinage,  Samuel,  96. 

Dinnage,  Catherine,  213,  223. 

Disraeli,  432. 

Dives,  472. 

Dobings,  Dr.,  94. 

Doddridge,  John,  16. 

Douglas,  K.C.,  142,  152,  153,  I54>  *56, 
183,  185. 

Downe,  Lord  Viscount,  182. 

Draper,  Capt.,  97. 

Dubbins,  Edward,  125,  145,  162,  163, 
165,  166,  167,  183,  189,  209,  218,  220, 
221. 
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Ducane,  Peter,  132,  140,  151,  152,  156, 
157,  159.  190,  210. 

Dundas,  The  Honourable  Charles  Law¬ 
rence,  238,  241. 

Dunnynges,  John,  13. 

Eade,  John,  33,  40,  41. 

Earsfield,  Robert,  18,  20. 

Eason,  H.,  438. 

Ede,  Henry,  286. 

Ede,  Richard,  43,  53. 

Ede,  William,  81,  99,  100. 

Edward,  I.,  xo,  15. 

Edward  II.,  13. 

Edwards,  John,  40,  41,  43,  44,  52,  53, 
58,  59- 

Elliott,  Hon.  Edward  James,  182. 

Ellis,  Horace,  212. 

Ellis,  John,  92,  95,  125,  126,  129,  131, 
132,  I39>  142,  143,  146,  151,  152,  153. 
154,  i55>  I7L  188,  211,  253. 

Ellis,  Miss  Ann,  96. 

Ellis,  William,  112,  137,  159,  190,  196, 
218. 

Elphick,  Charles,  222. 

Elphick,  George,  366. 

Elwin  (Elwyn),  Hastings,  168,  189. 
Eman,  93. 

Etheridge,  473. 

Etheridge,  Edward,  133,  144,  160,  190. 
Etheridge,  Joseph,  220. 

Evans,  David,  462,  463,  465. 

Evers,  126. 

Evershed,  John,  53. 

Eversfield,  Anthony,  33,  34,  42. 
Eversfield,  Charles,  42,  43,  44,  45,  46, 
47,  49,  52,  53,  54,  55,  56,  57,  58,  59, 
60,  63,  64,  65,  67,  70,  71,  74,  75,  76, 
77,  81,  83,  84,  85,  98,  104,  hi,  188, 
194,  214,  253. 

Eversfield,  Edward,  57,  58-- 
Eversfield,  John,  52. 

Exeter,  Marquis  of,  278. 

Eyre,  Anthony  Hardolph,  238,  241. 


Faghell,  William  le,  13. 

Fane,  Henry,  238,  241. 

Fawn,  472. 

Feest,  Henry,  18,  27. 

Feist,  Charles,  360,  361,  362,  390,  396, 
397- 
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Figg,  Richard,  220. 

Filewood,  81. 

Finch,  Hon.  Edward,  182. 

Fitzgerald,  William  Robert  Seymour 
Vesey,  331,  332,  334,  335,  337,  339, 
342,  343.  344;  34S,  347,  35 L  360, 361, 
362,  363,  364,  366,  367,  368,  372,  387, 
388, 390, 391, 392, 397, 398, 399,400, 
401, 402,404, 405, 406, 407,408, 409, 
410,412,413,415,416,417,418,419, 
420, 421, 422, 424, 425, 426, 427,  428, 

43i,  433, 443, 445, 446, 447, 453, 479- 

Fitzharris,  Lord,  193,  198,  200,  229, 
230,  232,  249. 

Flacher  (Flatcher),  95,  96,  97. 

Fletcher,  Sir  Henry,  132,  133,  134,  135, 
144,  197,  198,  201,  215,  216,  217,  220, 
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Jones,  William,  137,  159. 
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Attwater,  Harold  C.,  Denne  View,  Brighton  Road,  Horsham. 


Bacot,  The  Misses,  14  Carfax,  Horsham. 

Bain,  J.,  14  King  William  Street,  Strand,  London,  W.C.  (2  copies). 
Baker,  James,  The  “  Shelley  Arms,”  Broadbridge  Heath,  Horsham. 
Barker,  G.  Claude,  Gaskyns  Rudgwick. 

Barnes,  Arnold  G.,  Rydal,  Wimblehurst  Road,  Horsham. 

Barnes,  Mrs.  M.  Kaye,  14  Darracott  Road,  Bournemouth. 
Beckett,  Arthur,  Anderida,  Hartfield  Road,  Eastbourne. 

Belloc,  Hilaire,  Kingsland,  Shipley. 

Bigg,  Mrs.,  Swallowfield,  Nuthurst. 

Blaber,  William  H.,  34  Cromwell  Road,  Hove. 

Boag,  Samuel  R.,  Drungewick  Manor,  Rudgwick. 

Bonwick,  A.  J.,  Oakhill  House,  Horsham. 

Botting,  Lieut.  E.  L.,  R.E.,  Hillside,  Loxwood,  Billingshurst. 
Bowen,  H.  W.,  South  Grove,  Horsham. 

Brigg,  B.,  51  East  Street,  Horsham. 

Brighton  Public  Library,  per  H.  D.  Roberts,  Librarian. 
Broadwood,  Miss  Bertha  M„  Vaison,  Vancluse,  France. 
Broadwood,  Miss  Lucy  E.,  41  Drayton  Court,  London,  S.W.  10. 
Brodie,  Edward  David,  Stakers,  Southwater,  Horsham. 


547 


* 


35 


548  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  OF  HORSHAM 


Brown,  Gen.  H.  Clifton,  M.P.,  Holmbush,  Fay  Gate. 
Browne,  C.  E.,  137  Highbury  New  Park,  London,  N.  5. 
Bryce,  David,  Victoria  Terrace,  Horsham. 

Bumpus,  J.  &  E.,  350  Oxford  Street,  London,  W.  (2  copies). 
Burton,  Joseph,  West  Street,  Horsham. 

Busch-Michell,  A.  P.,  Crosswood,  Welshpool,  Montgom. 


Camplin,  W.  R.,  West  Street,  Horsham. 

Capon,  Henry  F.,  Shelley  Road,  Horsham. 

Carfax  Club,  The,  North  Street,  Horsham,  per  J.  Garner. 
Carleton,  Miss  Margaret  T.,  Newbuildings  Place,  Shipley. 
Carter,  J.  H.,  The  Rest,  Southwater,  Horsham. 

Champion,  Claude,  Coogee,  Lancing. 

Champion,  Thomas  Cheney,  Glenshiel,  Horsham. 

Charman,  Nat,  45  Crawley  Road,  Horsham. 

Charman,  Tom,  Godshill,  Fordingbridge. 

Chasemore,  Alec,  Pittswood,  Wamham. 

Cheal,  Henry,  Rosslyn  Road,  Shoreham. 

Christ’s  Hospital  Library,  Horsham,  per  A.  B.  Sackett,  M.A. 
Churchman,  Miss  L.  J.,  42  Hurst  Road,  Horsham. 

Churchman,  John  &  Sons,  F.A.I.,  F.A.L.P.A.,  South  Street,  Hor¬ 
sham. 

Cook,  C.  F.  (Combridges),  56  Church  Road,  Hove. 

Cook,  E.  Raymond,  14  London  Road,  Horsham. 

Coole,  Mrs.  S.  H.,  Heatherleigh,  Horsham. 

Cotching,  T.,  Briar  Lodge,  Horsham. 

Covell,  Herbert  Alfred,  Coolham  House,  West  Chiltington. 
Cramp,  Jury,  West  Street,  Horsham. 

Cramp,  Reginald  Bernard,  93  Trafalgar  Road,  Horsham. 

Cripps,  Charles,  Ashley,  Hurst  Road,  Horsham. 

Cripps,  F.  S.,  Melrose,  Hurst  Road,  Horsham. 

Cromer,  William  Henry,  i  Warnham  Road,  Horsham. 
Crowhurst,  R.  W.,  57  Beaconsfield  Villas,  Brighton  (2  copies). 
Cumming,  Mrs.,  Lutwicke,  Slinfold. 


Day,  Mrs.  Mary  ;  and  Bradford,  Miss  Margaret,  Airmount,  Oak- 
wood  Hill  Road,  Horsham. 

Dendy,  Albert  W.,  Middle  Street,  Horsham. 

Dendy,  Edgar  Epps,  Lewes,  Wodeland  Avenue,  Guildford. 

Dibley,  Mrs.  George,  Gaveston  Place,  Nuthurst. 

Dillow,  F.  Warren,  Craven  Lodge,  Horsham. 

Doxat,  Claude  R.,  Goringlee,  Shipley. 

Duckering,  Dr.  William  W.,  468  Washington  Street,  Dorchester, 
Boston,  Mass.,  U.S.A. 

Dunning,  Sir  Leonard  and  Lady,  Beedinglee,  Lower  Deeding. 
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Eager,  J.  Ireland,  Leith  View,  Wimblehurst  Road,  Horsham. 
Eager,  Percy  G.,  Laurel  Dene,  Gordon  Road,  Horsham. 
Evershed,  George,  27  Bartellot  Road,  Horsham. 

Every,  John  H.,  The  Croft,  St.  Annes,  Lewes. 


Fladgate,  Walter  G.  Hill,  Slinfold. 

Fleming,  Lindsay,  i  Walbrook,  London,  E.C.  4. 

Fletcher,  J.  S.,  F.R.  Hist.  Soc.,  Nutbourne,  Emsworth. 
Fletcher,  W.  H.  B.,  Aldwick  Manor,  Bognor. 

Forder,  James  Charles,  The  Rosary,  Partridge  Green. 

Fyfe,  W.  Hamilton,  M.A.  Oxon,  Christ's  Hospital,  Horsham. 


Garner,  Joseph,  West  Parade,  Horsham. 

Glaysher,  Thomas,  Middle  Street,  Horsham. 

Godman,  Dame  Alice,  D.B.E.,  South  Lodge,  Lower  Beeding. 
Godman,  Lieut. -Col.  C.  R.  B.,  Bulls  Wood,  Warninglid. 
Goldsmith,  Mrs.  Dorothy  E„  Rosario  de  Santa  Fi,  Argentina. 
Good,  Edwin  Weston,  Dorset  House,  Coolham,  Shipley. 
Goodall,  Horace  James,  Hook,  Itchingfield. 

Goodwin,  H.,  19  North  Street,  Horsham. 

Graham,  S.,  Whitings,  Horsham. 

Graves,  W.  S.,  Newells,  Lower  Beeding. 

Greenfield,  E.  A.,  “  The  Lamb,”  Carfax,  Horsham. 

Greenip,  W.  Mason,  Greta  Bank,  6  Farncombe  Road,  Worthing. 
Griffin,  William  H.,  12  East  Street,  Horsham. 

Guilford,  W.  R.,  Hill  View,  Salisbury  Road,  Horsham. 
Gumbrell,  John,  Nelson  Road,  Horsham. 


Haddock,  F.  Frazer,  28  Wimblehurst  Road,  Horsham. 

Hale,  Bernard  L.,  Grange  Lodge,  Aldwick,  Bognor. 

Hammond,  W.  J.,  11  East  Street,  Horsham. 

Hare,  J.  Gordon,  F.R.G.S.,  Kismet,  Comptons  Lane,  Horsham. 
Hart,  J.  E.,  West  Street,  Horsham. 

Harvey,  Rev.  E.  D.  L.,  M.A.,  J.P.,  O.B.E.,  Beedingwood,  Horsham. 
Harwood,  A.  M.  F.  D.,  Broadbridgeheath,  Horsham.  < 

Harwood,  Henry,  Rusper  Road,  Horsham. 

Hayden,  Charles  Austen,  Albion  Road,  Horsham. 

Head,  Alban,  F.S.A.,  Watersfield,  Pulborough. 

Henderson,  Mrs.,  Sedgwick  Park,  Nuthurst. 

Hills,  Wallace  H.,  St.  Mary’s  Cottage,  East  Grinstead. 

Hoad,  William  J.,  Market  Square,  Horsham. 

Hoadley,  David,  Handcross,  Slaugham. 

Hodgson,  Archibald  S„  Weston’s  Place,  Warnham. 

Hodgson,  E.  T„  Hills  Barn,  Horsham. 

Holmes,  Fred,  17  North  Street,  Horsham. 
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Holmes,  W.  R.,  50  East  Street,  Horsham. 

Holroyd,  J.  S.,  Rusper  House,  Rusper. 

Hope,  William  H.,  C.E.,  Fairlea,  Pulborough. 

Hornung,  J.  P.,  West  Grinstead  Park,  Horsham. 

Hornung,  Lieut.-Col.  P.,  Ivorys,  Cowfold. 

Horsham  Free  Christian  Church  Library,  The,  per  Mr.  W.  W. 
Kensett. 

Horsham  and  District  Labour  Party,  The,  per  Mrs.  Baker. 
Horstmann  &  Co.,  20  Carfax,  Horsham. 

H.M.  Stationery  Office. 

Hunt,  H.  Cyril,  10  Wimblehurst  Road,  Horsham. 

Hunt,  Stanley,  West  Street,  Horsham. 

Hurst,  Sir  Cecil  J.  B.,  G.C.M.G.,  K.C.B.,  K.C.M.G.,  L.L.M.,  The 
Nunnery,  Rusper. 

Hurst,  Lady,  The  Nunnery,  Rusper. 


Innes,  Miss,  Morleys,  Henfield. 

Innes,  Col.  J.  A.,  16  Hertford  Street,  London,  W.  1. 


Jarrett,  B.  W.,  14  Arthur  Road,  Horsham. 

Jennings,  S.  H.,  M.A.,  Christ’s  Hospital,  Horsham. 

Jones,  The  Rev.  N.  J.,  Hawthorn,  22  Highland  Road,  Horsham. 
Jupp,  Mrs.  Walter,  Prothero,  Narra  Tarra,  Gerald  Town,  West 
Australia. 


Kay,  Claude,  102  Brighton  Road,  Horsham. 

Kaye,  Sydney  Herbert,  Old  House,  Coolham,  Shipley. 
Kensett,  Miss  Emily,  Concord,  Barrington  Road,  Horsham. 
Kensett,  Walter  W.,  20  Bedford  Road,  Horsham. 

King,  F.  Hulme,  Toat,  Itchingfield. 

King,  Gordon  S.,  Green  Bank,  North  Parade,  Horsham. 
King,  LAwrance,  12  Chatsworth  Road,  Brighton. 

Knott,  H.  T.,  Carfax,  Horsham. 


Lacaita,  C.  C.,  Selham  House,  Petworth. 

Latilla,  H.  G.,  Marlands,  Itchingfield. 

Latilla,  Mrs.,  Marlands,  Itchingfield. 

Laughton,  Mrs.,  The  Croft,  Horsham. 

Lawrence,  Ernest  E.,  J.P.,  Strathmore,  Brighton  Road,  Horsham. 
Layton,  Harold  W.,  Manor  House,  Horsham. 

Lea,  James,  63  Beaconsfield  Villas,  Brighton  (2  copies). 

Lindfield,  Harry,  44A  Brighton  Road,  Horsham  (2  copies). 
Lindfield,  William,  Horwood,  Gaisford  Road,  Worthing. 

Lintott,  Archibald  J.  C.,  Colombo,  Ceylon. 
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Lintott,  W.  H.  Bernard,  J.P.,  The  Carfax,  Horsham. 

Loder,  Lady,  Leonardslee,  Lower  Beeding. 

Lucas,  C.  J.,  J.P.,  D.L.,  Warnham  Court,  Horsham. 

Lyell,  Mrs.  Kate  H.,  Arun  House,  Horsham. 


Mackie,  Ernest  John,  Fircroft,  Tower  Hill,  Horsham. 

Maltby,  Thomas,  Gleniffer,  Slinfold. 

Manvell,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Frank,  Bartellot  Road,  Horsham. 

March  ant,  Miss  E.  M.,  B.A.,  Bemerton,  Salisbury  Road,  Horsham. 
Marris,  F.  J.,  Lucerne,  Slinfold. 

Marten,  The  Rev.  J.  J.,  Keiskama,  Horsham. 

McGaw,  J.  T.,  St.  Leonard’s  Forest,  Horsham. 

Michell,  Edward,  Holmbush,  30  Shakespeare  Road,  Worthing. 
Michell,  Guy,  F.R.C.O.,  Park  House,  Hove  Park  Gardens,  Hove. 
Middleton,  Major  R.,  Ayshe  Court,  Horsham. 

Mitchell,  Samuel.,  Roseleigh,  Bedford  Road,  Horsham  (2  copies). 
Mitchell,  Walter  E.,  Denneville,  Horsham. 

Monier-Williams,  L.  C.,  Brooklands,  Barnes  Green,  Itchingfield. 
Monsen,  Erling,  Graylands,  Warnham. 


New  York  Public  Library,  New  York,  U.S.A. 
Nicholls,  Alfred  Marner,  Piets  House,  Horsham. 
North,  James  Sharp,  Market  Street,  Brighton. 


Oddie,  Neville  Philip  Arthur,  North  Lodge,  Horsham. 
Ottaway,  Ernest,  Corfe  Castle. 

Ottawa y,  Cecil  V.  A.,  48  Whitecross  Street,  London,  E.C. 
Otter,  W.  W  ,  Selehurst,  Lower  Beeding. 

Owen,  Miss  A.,  M.R.C.S.,  L.R.C.P.,  Charlwood  House,  Horsham. 
Owers,  William  J.,  Brackenhurst,  Depot  Road,  Horsham. 


Padwick,  H.  C.,  Danehurst,  Horsham. 

Pad  wick,  J.  C.,  29  North  Street,  Horsham  (2  copies).  - 
Padwick,  P.  H„  Thatch  Cottage,  Fittleworth. 

Pearman,  J.  Barton,  Northlands,  Warnham. 

Penfold,  The  Rev.  E.  W.  D„  Durrington  Vicarage,  Worthing. 
Piffard,  E.  J.  Guerard,  Daphne  Lodge,  King’s  Road,  Horsham. 
Pollock,  Miss,  Farthings,  Horsham. 

Potter,  Edwin,  Puerto-Real,  Wrmblehurst  Road,  Horsham. 
Prewett,  Fred,  Forest  Corner,  Manningsheath,  Horsham. 


Quick,  A.  T.,  East  Street,  Horsham. 
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Rackham,  R.,  Thomydene,  Wimblehurst  Road,  Horsham. 

Rapley,  Richard,  Dragon’s  Green,  Shipley. 

Redford,  T.,  Shelley  Park,  Horsham. 

Reeves,  Walter  H.,  ii  North  Street,  Horsham. 

Renwick,  W.  E.,  Meadowside,  Horsham. 

Rice,  James,  Worthing  Road,  Horsham. 

Rice,  R.  Garraway,  J.P.,  F.S.A.,  Park  House,  75  Albert  Bridge 
Road,  London,  S.W.  11  ;  and  Carpenter’s  Hill,  Pulborough. 
Richardson,  Miss  Edith  Jane,  Broadbridgeheath,  Horsham. 
Rivenhall,  J.,  The  “  Crown  ”  Hotel,  Horsham. 

Roberts,  Frederick,  The  “  Station  ”  Hotel,  Horsham. 

Roberts,  Stanley  M.,  New  Street,  Horsham. 

Romer,  R.,  12  The  Causeway,  Horsham. 

Rosslyn,  Earl  of,  Hunger  Hill,  Coolham,  Shipley. 

Rowland,  Mrs.  Charles,  Milnwood,  Horsham. 

Rowland,  Frank,  Sarcelles,  Hurst  Road,  Horsham. 

Rowland,  Sidney  E.,  Smithbam  Lane,  Horsham. 

Ruddle,  George,  21  St.  Leonard’s  Road,  Horsham. 


Sanderson,  H.  S.,  Fullers,  Manningsheath,  Horsham. 

Saunders,  A.  H.,  16  London  Road,  Horsham. 

Sayers,  O.  C.,  55  West  Street,  Horsham. 

Sayers,  Stephen,  i  Wellington  Road,  Horsham. 

Scutt,  Frederick  I.,  74  Clarence  Road,  Horsham. 

Seagrave,  Frederick,  Bishopric,  Horsham. 

Secretan,  Holford  C.,  Swaynes,  Rudgwick. 

Secretan,  Spencer  D.,  Swaynes,  Rudgwick. 

Sharp,  A.  F.,  Clarendon  House,  North  Street,  Horsham. 
Shoubridge,  F.  C.,  6  West  Street,  Horsham. 

Simpson,  G.  B.,  Carfax,  Horsham. 

Slyfield,  A.,  Clerk  to  the  Horsham  Urban  District  Council. 

Smith,  Harold  S.,  21  West  Street,  Horsham. 

Smith,  Sidney,  Postlands,  Southwater,  Horsham. 

Smythe,  A.  D.,  Kimberley,  Horsham. 

Snelling,  Mrs.,  Devon  Cot.,  Rusper  Road,  Horsham. 

Somerset,  Arthur,  Castle  Goring,  Worthing. 

Springhall,  Lieut. -Col.,  O.B.E.,  D.C.M.,  Hereford,  Heene  Road, 
Worthing. 

Spurrier,  L.  E.,  Sussex  Lodge,  Horsham. 

Stanford,  Ernest,  Crawley. 

Stanford,  Oliver  Alfred,  Glencairn,  Wimblehurst  Road,  Hor¬ 
sham  (3  copies). 

Stedman,  Arthur,  A.R.I.B.A.,  Palo  Alto,  Cal.,  U.S.A. 

Stedman,  Mrs.  Elizabeth,  6  Darracott  Road,  Pokesdown,  Bourne¬ 
mouth. 

Stedman,  Frederick,  M.R.C.S.,  L.S.A.,  Leighton  Buzzard  (Execu¬ 
tors  of  the  late). 
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Stedman,  Herman,  F.R.C.S.,  The  Cedars,  Parson  Street,  Hendon, 
Middlesex. 

Stedman,  James  Athelstane,  The  Cedars,  Parson  Street,  Hendon 
Middlesex. 

Stedman,  James,  M.R.C.S.,  L.R.C.P.,  Pokesdown,  Bournemouth 
(Executors  of  the  late). 

Stedman,  John,  M.R.C.S.,  Pokesdown,  Bournemouth  (Executors  of 
the  late). 

Stedman,  Percy  Taylor  Humphrey,  M.B.,  Leighton  Buzzard  (the 
late) . 

Stedman,  Thomas  Bernard,  M.D.,  Barrister-at-Law,  Leighton 
Buzzard  (the  late). 

Stedman,  Thomas  Gurney,  Solicitor,  6  Darracott  Road,  Pokesdown, 
Bournemouth. 

Stephens,  J.  H.,  West  Street,  Horsham. 

Stevens,  William,  Newstead,  Cuckfield. 

St.  John,  Major  F.  E.,  The  Lodge,  Slinfold. 

Stocker,  H.  G.,  Mayes,  Warnham. 

Stone,  Christopher,  10  Sussex  Place,  Regent’s  Park,  London,  N.W, 

Stonham,  L.  E.,  52  Park  Street,  Horsham. 

Streeter,  David,  36  Gladstone  Road,  Horsham. 

Streeter,  Jesse,  Linden  Terrace,  Horsham. 

Sykes-Maclean,  The  Rev.  Hector,  Kirdford  Vicarage. 


Tait,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Archpool,  Handcross,  Slaugham. 

Tate,  Harold,  Rudgwick. 

Taylor,  E.  J.  W.,  23  North  Parade,  Horsham. 

Thomas-Stanford,  Charles,  M.A.,  F.S.A.,  Preston  Manor,  Brighton. 
Thynne,  Miss  Rachel,  Westlands,  West  Grinstead. 

Titley,  R.  K„  Bringhurst,  Horley. 

Tobitt,  J.,  Khartoum,  Gordon  Road,  Horsham. 

Turner,  Frederick  George,  64  East  Street,  Horsham. 


Walder,  Frank,  Spencer’s  Road,  Horsham. 

Wall,  A.  J.,  C.B.E.,  2  West  Parade,  Horsham.  , 

Wallace,  J.  H.,  24  Carfax,  Horsham. 

Walton,  H.  W.,  the  "  White  Hart  ”  Hotel,  Lewes. 

Ward,  George,  Belingwe,  Broadbridgeheath,  Horsham. 
Watson,  Herbert  J.,  Hermongers,  Rudgwick. 

Wharrie,  Mrs.,  Warnham  Lodge,  nr.  Horsham. 

Wheatley,  W.  Ralph,  82  Station  Road,  Horsham. 

Wheeler,  A.  G.,  19  Clarence  Road,  Horsham. 

White,  F.  A.,  J.P.,  Muntham,  Itchingfield. 

Whitehouse,  J.  Stewart,  Ballinafoy,  Horsham. 

Wiggins,  Capt.  H.  G.,  M.C.,  Lower  Broadbridge,  Horsham. 
Wilton,  R.  Cecil,  Stonehead  Lodge,  Woburn  Sands,  Bletchley. 
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Winbolt,  S.  E.,  M.A.,  Christ’s  Hospital,  Horsham. 
Windwood,  Thomas,  Edspenmar,  Worthing  Road,  Horsham. 
Winterton,  Earl,  M.P.,  61  Eccleston  Square,  London,  S.W.  i. 
Woodford,  Capt.,  Bowshotts,  West  Grinstead. 

Woollan,  Joseph  H.,  Normans  Cottage,  Ditcheling. 

Worthing  Public  Library,  per  Miss  Frost,  Librarian. 


Y.M.C.A.,  East  Street,  Horsham. 

Young,  L.  A.,  "  Ye  Olde  Punch  Bowl,”  Horsham. 


NAMES  AND  ADDRESSES  OF  SUBSCRIBERS  TO 
THE  PUBLIC  EDITION. 


Ambler,  C.,  Rapkyns,  Horsham. 

Apedaile,  H.  S.,  6  Wellington  Road,  Horsham. 
Attree,  Charles  John,  Burnells,  Horsham. 


Bain,  J.,  14  King  William  Street,  Strand,  London,  W.C.  (2  copies). 
Balchin,  H.,  15  Denne  Parade,  Horsham. 

Balchin,  H.  G.,  16  Hurst  Road,  Horsham. 

Billingshurst  Free  Christian  Church  Library,  per  Mrs. 
Norman  Carter. 

Birch,  V.  S.,  Bedford  Road,  Horsham. 

Blackman,  Miss  F.  N.,  London  Road,  Horsham. 

Brigg,  B.,  51  East  Street,  Horsham. 

Broadwood,  Miss  Lucy  E.,  41  Drayton  Court,  London,  S.W.  10. 
Brooker  &  Saville,  16  Robertson  Street,  Hastings. 

Brown,  W.  F.,  West  Street,  Horsham. 

Buckland,  C.  J.,  112  St.  James  Street,  Brighton. 

Bull,  Sir  William,  M.P.  for  South  Hammersmith,  269  King  Street, 
Hammersmith,  W.  6. 

Bumpus,  J.  &  E.,  350  Oxford  Street,  London,  W.  (6  copies). 


Cheesman,  R.,  West  Street,  Horsham. 

Clark,  Sam,  West  Tarring,  Worthing. 

Cleeves,  C.  E.,  Sprouts,  Coolham,  Shipley. 

Collyer’s  School  Library,  Horsham,  per  G.  F.  W.  Hart. 
Curteis,  Lieut. -Col.  John,  6  The  Lawn,  St.  Leonards-on-Sea. 


Davies,  H.  E„  64  Bromley  Road,  Catford,  S.E. 
Dench,  W.  E.,  West  Street,  Horsham. 
Doremus,  F.  P.,  St.  Leonard’s  Road,  Horsham. 


Edwards,  A.  C.  W.,  B.A.  Oxon,  Christ’s  Hospital,  Horsham. 


Farley,  Cecil,  13  Market  Square,  Horsham. 
Freeman,  F.  W.,  Warnham  (2  copies). 

555 


556  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  OF  HORSHAM 


Glaisher,  Henry  J.,  55  Wigmore  Street,  London,  W. 
Gough,  G.  F.,  Montague  Street,  Worthing. 

Green,  Miss,  Sunny  Side,  Wimblehurst  Road,  Horsham. 
Grosvenor  Library,  Buffalo,  U.S.A. 
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